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      SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
          RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

                      I.A. NO...... IN WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO(s). 216 OF 2009

SMITHA NATH                            Petitioner(s)

            VERSUS

UNION OF INDIA & ORS.                      Respondent(s)

IN THE MATTER OF

RUCHIKA ARORA                                                          Applicant(s)

                              VERSUS

CHHATRAPATI SHAHUJI MAHARAJ MED.UNIV. & ORS.                 Respondent(s)

(For impleadment and direction and with office report)

Date: 17/06/2009 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
   HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE B. SUDERSHAN REDDY
   HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE AFTAB ALAM
                        (VACATION BENCH)

For Applicant:                Mr. P.S. Narasimha, Sr.Adv.
                              Ms. Bina Madhavan, Adv.
                              Mr. S.U.K. Sagar, Adv.
                              Mr. Shwetank Sailakwal, Adv.
                              for M/s. Lawyer’s Knit & Co., Advs.

For Petitioner(s)    Mr. Vikas Mehta,Adv. (NP)

For Respondent(s) Mr. Naresh Kaushik, Adv.
UOI:        Mrs. Rekha Pandey, Adv.
                           Mr. Rupesh Kaushik, Adv.
                           Mr. D.S. Mahra,Adv.

For MCI:             Mr. Abhinav Mukherji, Adv.
                              Mrs. Prathiba Singh, Adv.
                              Mr. Gaurav Sharma, Adv.
                              Ms. Surbhi Mehta, Adv.
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IAs..... in WP(C) 216/09 contd...

       UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
               ORDER

                     I.A. for impleadment is allowed.

                     Issue notice.

                     We have heard the learned senior counsel on behalf of the petitioner in t
he

        I.A. as well as the learned standing counsel for the Union of India. Prof. Mangala



        Kohli, Asstt. Director General (ME) is personally present in the Court. On her

        instructions, the learned standing counsel stated that the Union of India has no

        objection whatsoever for the petitioner being admitted in Government Dental College

        in Amritsar into MDS Periodontia Course. The learned standing counsel further, on

        the basis of the instructions from the Officer, states that the Director General shall

        ensure the admission of the petitioner into the said course in the said college.

                     In view of the statement, we direct the respondent No.1-Union of India to

        take effective steps and ensure admission of the petitioner in MDS Periodontia Course

        in Government Dental College in Amritsar. It is obvious that respondents Nos.2 and 3

        in the I.A. shall comply with the orders or directions/requisition to be made by the

        first respondent in order to secure the admission of the petitioner into MDS

        Periodontia Course in Government Dental College in Amritsar. There shall be an

        order accordingly.

      (N. ANNAPURNA)                                    (VIN0D KULVI)
          COURT MASTER                                       COURT MASTER
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