| TEM NO 51 COURT NO. 2 SECTI ON XI A

SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (O No(s) . 9910/ 2015

(Arising out of inpugned final judgnment and order dated 06/01/2015
in WA No. 1711/2014 passed by the High Court O Kerala At
Er nakul am

DENTAL COUNCIL OF | NDI A Peti ti oner
(s)

VERSUS

MUSLI M EDUCATI ON SOCI ETY & ORS. Respondent
(s)

(with interimrelief and office report)

W TH SLP(C) No. 15806/ 2015
(Wth appln.(s) for exenption fromfiling c/c of the inpugned
judgnent and InterimRelief and Ofice Report)

Date: 07/07/2015 These petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE T.S. THAKUR
HON BLE MRS. JUSTI CE R BANUMVATHI

For Petitioner(s) M. Gaurav Sharma, Adv.
M. Prateek Bhatia, Adv.
Ms. Amandeep Kaur, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. E. M S. Anam Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmde the follow ng
ORDER
Hear d.

SLP(C) No.9910 of 2015:

When this matter initially canme up for hearing before us
on 15th May, 2015 it was pointed out by |earned counsel for the
petitioner-Dental Counci | of I ndi a t hat out of eig
ht
di sci plines in which the respondents-Society had applied for
Signature Not Verified

permi ssion to start post-graduate courses, the Dental Council
Digitally signed by
Mahabi r Si ngh
Dat e: 2015.07.08

15:27: 47 1 ST
Reason:

of India has upon evaluation of the infrastructure and other

facilities avail abl e in t he col | ege r ecommended gr ant
of

approval / sancti on of MDS cour ses in three differen
t

2

di sci pli nes/courses, nanmely, (1) Oal Pathol ogy, M crobiology
and Forensi c Qdont ol ogy; (2) Conservati ve, Endodonti cs and
Aesthetic dentistry; and (3) Pr ost hodonti cs, Crown Bri dge,



Aesthetic Dentistry and Oral | nplantol ogy. It was further

submitted that insofar as the remaining five courses which the

respondent - Soci ety pr oposed to start wer e concer ned,

I nspectors deputed by the Dental Council and the Council had

upon eval uation f ound t hat t he col | ege did not have
requisite i nfrastructure, faculty and ot her facilities
justify grant of perm ssion to them We had in that view
directed t he compet ent aut hority to consi der and

appropriate orders on the reconmendati on made to it insofar as
the three disciplines, nmentioned earlier, were concerned.

We are today told by | earned counsel for the parties that
the Central Covernment, which is the conpetent authority in
the matter, has upon consideration of the recomendati ons made
by the Dental Council of India granted approval to the start
of three courses, nentioned above in terns of its Order dated
19t h June, 2015. We are al so infornmed by | earned counsel for
t he petiti oner-Dental Counci | of I ndi a t hat prayer
starting of remaining courses stands declined in the |ight of
the deficiencies reported by the | nspectors.

Learned counsel for the respondent-Society, on the other
hand, points out that a fresh application for permission in
regard to the renmining courses has already been filed before

the Central Government which is under process. It is also

subnitted that the refusal of the Dental Council of India to
permit/reconmend start of the remaining five courses has not
been separately chal |l enged by the respondents- Soci ety.
t hat Vi ew, t her ef or e, not hi ng really survives
consideration in the present special |eave petition which is
in the light of the above subsequent devel opnents di sposed of
| eavi ng t he guestion of | aw rai sed in t he speci a
petition open. No costs.
3

S.L.P.(C) No. 15806 of 2015:
In the light of the order passed by us in the connected

S. L. P. (C) No. 9910 of 2015, this special |eave petition is also
di sposed of |eaving the question of |aw open. No costs.

( MAHABI R SI NGH) ( VEENA KHERA)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
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