\ 206> TEM NCS. 31 & 40 COURT NO. 1 SECTION PI L

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO 535 OF 1998
SAHARA HOUSE Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
Uol. & CORS Respondent ( s)
(Wth office report)

Wth WP. (C No.512 of 1999
(Wth appl n(s) for anendnent of the petition, directions,
i mpl eadi ng party and ad-interim orders)

WP. (C No.61 of 2003
(Wth office report)

WP. (C No.311 of 2003
(Wth appln(s) for directions, permission to file additiona
docunents and office report)

Date: 01/10/2010 These Matters were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE K. S. RADHAKRI SHNAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SWATANTER KUMAR

For Petitioner(s)
In WP 535/1998: Naveen R Nath, Adv. (A. C.)
In WP 512/ 1999: Chander Uday Si ngh, Sr. Adv.
Shi vangi , Adv.

Naveen R. Nat h, Adv.

In W 61/ 2003: Kam ni Jai swal , Adv.
Sandeep S. Parekh, Adv.
Abhi manue Shrest ha, Adv.
D. P. Singh, Adv.
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In WP 311/ 2003: M. Colin Gonsal ves, Sr. Adv.
M. Tariq Abeed, Adv.
Ms. Jyoti Mendiratta, Adv.
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Ashok Bhan, Adv.
Subhash Kaushi k, Adv.
Arvi nd Kumar Sharnmm, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

Sudhi r Kumar Gupt a, Adv.
Abhi nav Mukerji, Adv.

T.S. Doabi a, Sr. Adv.

Aman Ahl uwal i a, Adv.
Manpreet Singh Doabi a, Adv.
Vi kas Bansal , Adv.

Sadhana Sandhu, Adv.

Pi a Singh, Adv.
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D. S. Mahr a, Adv.
Suni t a Shar ma, Adv.
Aman Ver ma, Adv.

Janar anj an Das, Adv.

Ranj an Mukherj ee, Adv.
S. Bhownmi ck, Adv.
S. C. Ghosh, Adv.

T. V. Geor ge, Adv.

G Prakash, Adv.
Beena Pr akash, Adv.
V. Senthil, Adv.

Sushma Suri, Adv.

Anuvr at Shar ma, Adv.
Al ka Si nha, Adv.

Nar esh K. Shar ma, Adv.

T. Harish Kunar, Adv.
P. Prasanth, Adv.
V. Vasudevan, Adv.

Pragyan P. Sharma, Adv.
P. V. Yogeswar an, Adv.

Gopal Subramani am SG

T.S. Doabi a, Sr. Adv.

Aman Ahl uwal i a, Adv.
Sadhana Sandhu, Adv.
Manpreet Singh Doabi a, Adv.
Pi a, Adv.

Vi kas Bansal , Adv.

D. S. Mahr a, Adv.
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A. Subhashi ni , Adv.
Ansar Ahmad Chaudhary, Adv.

Khwai r akpam Nobi n Si ngh, Adv.
Sapam Bi swajit Mitei, Adv.

T. C. Sharma, Adv.
V.G Pragasam Adv.
S.J. Aristotle, adv.
Praby Ranmasubramani an, Adv.
L. A. J. Selvam Adv.
Edwar d Bel ho, Adv.
K. Enatoli Semm, Adv.
Ri turaj Biswas, Adv.

Sanj ay V. Kharde, Adv.
Asha G Nair, Adv.

Janar anj an Das, Adv.
P. N. Ranmal i ngam Adv.
Ravi ndra Keshavrao Adsure, Adv.

Sanjay R Hegde, Adv.
Rarmesh Kumar M shra, Adv.
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Krutin Joshi, Adv.
Abhi shek Mal vi ya, Adv.

Tar a Chandra Shar nma, Adv.
Neel am Shar ma, Adv.

Gopal Si ngh, Adv.
Mani sh Kumar, Adv.

Gopal Si ngh, Adv.
Ri turaj Biswas, Adv.

P. P. Ml hotra, ASG
Vim a Si nha, Adv.

Shai | endr a Shar ma, Adv.
Ani | Katiyar, Adv.

Navneet Kumar, Adv.
M s. Corporate Law G oup, Advs.
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Vi bha Datta Makhij a, Adv.
Saur abh M shr a, Adv.

Ramesh Babu M R, Adv.

Hemant i ka Wahi , Adv.
Nupur Kanungo, Adv.

A. Mariarput ham AG, Sikkim
Aruna Mat hur, Adv.

Amarj eet Singh Grsa, Adv.

Ms. Arputham Aruna & Co., Advs.

Ani | Shrivast av, Adv.
Ritu Raj, Adv.

GQuntur Prabhakar, Adv.

Nar esh K. Shar ma, Adv.

Anj ani Kumar Jha, Adv.

T.S. Doabi a, Sr. Adv.
Manpreet Singh Doabi a, Adv.
Sushnma Suri, Adv.

Pragyan P. Sharma, Adv.
P. V. Yogeswar an, Adv.

Arun K. Sinha, Adv.

At ul Jha, Adv.
D. K. Si nha, Adv.

Ani | K. Jha, Adv.
Sant osh Kumar, Adv.

Manj it Singh, Adv.
Kamal Mohan CGupt a, Adv.

Mani sh Si nghvi , AAG
Devanshu Kumar Devesh, Adv.
Sahjil S. Chauhan, Adv.

M1l ind Kumar, Adv.



Amit Kumar, Adv.

Sonesh Chandra Jha, Adv.
Rekha Bakshi , Adv.

Manoj Pant, Adv.

Ashi sh Kumar, Adv.
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R. Nedunar an, Adv.
Vi mal Dubey, Adv.

M

M

M. D. Mahesh Babu, Adv.

M. Ramesh All anki, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

I.A. No.4 in WP. (C No.512 of 1999:

By t he pr esent Interlocutory Application,
the petitioners herein have chall enged the Nati onal
Al DS Control Organisation’s [for short, ‘the NACO ]
Directives by which the Second Line treatnment is
made available only to certain specified categories
of per sons based on identified and specified
criteria. The Interlocutory Appli cation has been
noved al so for a further direction fromthis Court
that all those who are clinically evaluated to be
in need of Second Line Anti-Retroviral [for short,
‘the ART'] drugs are provided such treatnment free
of cost without regard to geographical |ocation,
current registration with ART Centres, |ength of
time on first Iine ART or any other condition.

Havi ng heard arguments at |ength, we are of
the viewthat, in the first instance, the Quarterly
ART Reporting Format for private sector needs to be
i medi ately supplied through NACOto all private
hospitals who in turn will fill up the Reporting
Format, which is annexed to the affidavit of Union
of India dated 9th Sept enber, 2010. The ART
Reporting Format will be posted on the Wbsite of
NACO within tw days. The private hospitals woul d
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subnit the data to NACO within two weeks after the
For mat is put on t he Websi te. For further
directions, let this matter stand over for four
weeks.

As far as private Doctors treating H VvV
patients are concerned, we hereby direct Medical
Counci | of I ndi a [for short, ‘the M T to
i mpl enment our above directions within two  weeks
fromthe Reporting Format being put on the Website.
The MCl, in turn will issue appropriate directions
to the private Doctors, to furnish the requisite
information in the ART Reporting Fornmat to NACO
The guidelines will be issued by the M within a
period of two weeks fromtoday. We are informed
t hat M ni stry of Heal th and Fam |y Wl fare has
i ssued appropriate directions vi de conmmuni cati on
dated 9t h Septenber, 2010.

[ Al ka Dudeja ] [ Madhu Saxena ]
A R -cumP. S Assi stant Regi strar



