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RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

WRI T PETITION (CIVIL) NO(s). 306 OF 2004

VMRl DUL DHAR (M NOR) & ANR Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for directions and inpleading party and intervention and
clarification of Court’s order and exenption fromfiling OT. and

of fice report)

WTH WP(C) NO. 308 of 2004

(Wth appl n(s) for directions and inpl eadi ng party)

Date: 13/05/2005 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE Y. K  SABHARWAL
HON BLE MR JUSTICE S.B. SINHA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE P. P. NAOLEKAR
For Petitioner(s) M. Vivek K Tankha, Sr.Adv.

Ms. Pooj a Dhar, Adv.

M. Prashant Kunar, Adv.

M. Wasim A Qadri, Adv.
M. Mhd. Saud, Adv.

M. Lakshnmi Raman Singh, Adv.

For Respondent(s) M. Mhan Parasaran, A S. G
Ms. Sandhya Goswami, Adv.

Ms. Sushma Suri, Adv.



- Ker al a: M. K R Sasi Prabhu, Adv.

Ms. G lndira, Adv.

-Qujarat, M zoram M. Hemanti ka Wahi, Adv.

M's. Sadhana Sandhu, Adv.

- Punj ab: M. Bimal Roy Jad, Adv.

Ms. Sunita Pandit, Adv.

-West Bengal : M . Tara Chandra Sharna, Adv.
Ms. Neel am Sharna, Adv.
- CBSE: M. Tara Chandra Sharnma, Adv.
M. Rajeev Sharma, Adv.
M. Tarun Sharma, Adv.
- Raj ast han: M. Aruneshwar Qupta , Adv
M. Naveen Kr. Singh, Adv.
Ms. Shivangi, Adv.
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- Pondi cherry: M. V.G Pragasam Adv.
-UT, Chandigarh: Ms. Kami ni Jaiswal, Adv.
Ms. Shomila Bakshi, Adv.
-Tri pura: M. Rituraj Biswas, Adv.
M. CGopal Singh, Adv.
-Goa Dental College: M . Bhavani shankar V. Gadnis, Adv.

Ms. B. Sunita Rao, Adv.

-State of Goa: M . Bhavani shankar V. Gadnis, Adv.

Ms. Asha CGopal an Nair, Adv.

-Si kkim M. A Mariarputham Adv.
Ms. Aruna Mathur, Adv.

for Ms. Arputham Aruna & Co., Advs.
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- Bi har:

- Nagal and:
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for

Ms.

M.

Altaf H Naiyak, A G

Ani s Suhrawardy, Adv.

Pi nky Anand, Adv.
D. N. Gobur dhan, Adv.
Raj esh Pat hak, Adv.

Arup Banerji, Adv.

Manoj Saxena, Adv.
Anit Meharia, Adv.
Debojit Borkakati, Adv.

M P. Meharia, Adv.

K. C. Kaushi k, Adv.
Rahul Kaushi k, Adv.
C. K. Sharmm, Adv.

Ashok Kr. Singh, Adv.

Mani nder Si ngh, Adv.
Prat hi ba M Si ngh, Adv.

Angad M rdha, Adv.

Pragati Neekhra Singh, Adv.
Suryanar ayana Si ngh, Adv.

Dhar mendra Kumar Si nha, Adv.

V. K. Sidharthan, Adv.
R ku Sarma, Adv.

Cor porate Law G oup, Advs.

Rachana Sri vastava, AAG

KH. Nobi n Si ngh, Adv.

Sunita R Singh, Adv.

B.B. Singh, Adv.

M. Satya Mtra, Adv.

M. Upamanyu Hazari ka,

Adv.
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Ms. Sumta Hazari ka, Adv.

M. A P. Mayee, Adv.

M. Sakesh Kumar, Adv.
M. Amt Mshra, Adv.

M. B.S. Banthia, Adv.

Ms. Suparna Srivastava, Adv.

M. Rajesh Srivastava, Adv.

Arun K. Sinha , Adv

D.S. Mahra , Adv

J.S. Attri , Adv

Radha Shyam Jena , Adv
Sanjay R Hegde , Adv
Subr amoni um Prasad , Adv
Gopal Prasad , Adv
Kavita Wadi a , Adv

Ravi ndra Keshavrao Adsure , Adv

Ms. Malini Poduval, Adv.

counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER

aspect regardi ng i ncreasi ng of

inclusion of seats under Section 10-A of the I|Indian

1993 while calculating 15%All-India quota and constitution

and/ or appoi nt nent of Orbudsman woul d be considered after the counselling in respect

Medi cal

Al -India

Counci |

quot a

from

15

(Anmendnent) Act

of Hi gh-Power Committee



of Academ c Year 2005-2006 is conplete. Regarding counselling by video conferencing,

we are of the viewthat, at the first instance, on an experinment basis, video conferenc
ng

can comence between Delhi and Rajasthan as indicated in para 14 of annexure 'A to

the affidavit of Prof . Sanj ay Shrivastava filed in January, 2005.
| f successf ul

counsel ling by video conferencing can be introduced to other States as well fromthe nex

Academ ¢ Year 2006-2007. However, we pernit the Director General of Health Services

to revert back to nor nmal one-to-one  counselling in case any difficu
ty is felt whil e

conducting counsel ling by video conferencing.

The State of Manipur, Tripura, Chhattisgarh and Union
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Territory of Chandigarh my file their affidavits Wit hin two days. Two w
eeks’ time is

allowed to the States of Madhya Pradesh and Orissa to file the requisite affidavits.

List the matter in the nonth of August, 2005.

(N.  Annapur na) (V. P. Tyagi)

Court Master Court Master



