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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).15713/2011

(From the judgement and order dated 05/05/2011 in          WP No.
3182/2011 of The HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY)

DENTAL COUNCIL OF INDIA                                    Petitioner(s)

                   VERSUS

PANDIT DINDAYAL UPADHYAY DEN.COLLEGE&ANR                   Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for exemption from filing c/c of the impugned
Judgment and prayer for interim relief ))

Date: 03/06/2011    This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE DR. JUSTICE B.S. CHAUHAN
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SWATANTER KUMAR
                       (Vacation Bench)

For Petitioner(s)      Mr. Gaurav Sharma,Adv.
                       Ms.Surbhi Mehta, Adv.

For Respondent(s)      Mr.K.V. Viswanathan, Sr.Adv.
                       Mr. Satyajit A. Desai, Adv.
                       Ms. Anagha S.Desai,Adv.

             UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                 O R D E R

             The present petition challenges the interim

    order passed by the Bombay High Court dated 5th May,

    2011.

             The   contention   raised   is   that   the   interim

    order is based on certain incorrect facts inasmuch as

                                                       ...2/-
                          :2:

the two Readers which have been noticed in paragraph

5 of the judgment, are not in Orthodontics but in

other discipline.     However, this fact is not admitted

by the other side.

         Be that as it may, we are not inclined to

interfere in the present petition primarily for the

reason   that   it   is   an interim   order and    the writ



petition   itself     has   been   admitted   for   hearing.

However, we grant specific liberty to the petitioner

to mention the matter before the Hon’ble the Chief

Justice of the Bombay High Court for early disposal

of the writ petition itself as well as liberty is

granted to move for reviewing the interim order if

the above contention raised before us is ultimately

found to be incorrect by the High Court itself.

         With the above direction, the special leave

petition is disposed of.

[ Usha Bhardwaj ]                         [ Indu Satija ]
  Court Master                              Court Master


