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WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO(s). 306 OF 2004
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UNION OF INDIA & ORS. Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for impleadment as party respondent and directions and intervention and
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Date: 12/07/2006 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following

ORDER

In the judgment dated 12th January 2005, reported in 2005 (2) SCC 65 -

Mridul Dhar (Minor) & Anr. Vs. Union of India & Ors. - various directions were

issued. Direction No.7 contained in para 35 required the DGHS to file a report in

regard to feasibility of conducting counselling through the process o
f video-

conferencing. Mr. Gopal Subramanium, learned Additional Solicitor Gener
al,

states that it was attempted last year at two places, namely, Jaipur and Delhi, but

unfortunately it was not a success and, therefore, it was not attempted this year.

Learned counsel rightly submits that again the Government will look
into the



matter and file a report for experimenting it in the counselling
for the next

Academic Year 2007-2008. The Government may be well advised to co
nduct

counselling by video conference as a pilot project in the places distantly placed like

any State in South or North-East and not in nearby places like Jaipur.

Direction No.8 relates to the DGHS filing a report on the aspect of Section

10-A seats being subjected to 15 per cent all-India quota and about the increase of

the quota from 15 per cent to 20 per cent. The stand of the Gover
nment is on

increase of quota from 15 per cent to 20 per cent, views of the State Governments

were obtained and most of the States are opposed to it. It is stated, in this view, it

is not feasible to increase the all-India quota at this stage. We accept this stand of

the Government.

Regarding 10-A seats being subjected to working out of 15 per cent all-

India quota, now it is stated by learned Additional Solicitor General th
at in

principle the Government will have no objection. Let the Government work it out

and implement it with effect from the next Academic Year 2007-2008.

Referring to para 34 of the judgment which relates to directi
on No.9

regarding the constitution of a High-Powered Committee/ombudsman, it is

contended that various meetings have been held between Government officers and

the officers of the Medical Council of India in regard to the time s
chedule and



various outstanding issues to solve the problem of delay in inspections and taking

decision, granting recognition to the colleges or of increase of intake. It is stated

that most of the issues have been resolved and the remaining are likely to be sorted

out by the end of August, 2006. In this view, we direct the matter to be listed in the

month of September, 2006, in the first week whereof an affidavit of DGHS shall be

filed placing on record the upto-date position.

When certain doubts were expressed, learned Additional Solicitor

General submitted that the Government is committed to ensure that in all
the

existing government colleges or in the colleges to be set up, high sta
ndards of

international level are observed.

(N. Annapurna) (V.P. Tyagi)

Court Master Asstt.Registrar



