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                           RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO(s). 489 OF 2006

GANGOTRI HUMAN RESOURCES & DEV.SOCIETY                      Petitioner(s)

                        VERSUS

UNION OF INDIA & ANR.                                       Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for directions and office report )

Date: 12/10/2006  This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE K.G. BALAKRISHNAN

        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE LOKESHWAR SINGH PANTA

        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE D.K. JAIN

For Petitioner(s)              Mr. K. Radhakrishnan, Sr. Adv.

                                             Ms. Sumita Hazarika,Adv.

For Respondent(s)

           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following

                               O R D E R 



                               Heard learned counsel for the petitioner.

                               The writ petition is disposed of in terms  of the

                     signed order.

                     (R.K. DHAWAN)                                             (VEERA VERMA)

                      COURT MASTER                                             COURT MASTER

                     (Signed order is placed on the file)

                              IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                                 CIVIL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION

                             WRIT  PETITION(C) NO.489   OF 2006

               GANGOTRI HUMAN RESOURCES

               AND DEV. SOCIETY                                                .... PETITIONER
.

                       VERSUS

               UNION OF INDIA & ANR.                                           .... RESPONDENT
S

                                               O R D E R

                       Heard learned counsel for the petitioner.

                       The  petitioner has been given permission to start new Dental

       college at Dehradun for the academic year 2006-2007 with a capacity of



       50  students.      In  fact  the  petitioner  had  applied for  100  seats  and  it  is

       claimed   that   the   college   has   got   the   full   infrastructure   facilities  
 to   take

       admission   of   100   students.     Counsel   for   the   petitioner   points   out   
that

       DCI and the Union of India had declined to give permission to  intake 100

       students on the ground that one appointee as Reader in the department

       of    Prosthodontics was not acceptable to the authorities as he is hailing

       from   Karnataka.     He  left  the  institution   and joined  other   institution     
at

NOIDA and that college was granted permission to have capacity of 100 

                                                                               ...2/-

                                     -2-

students.     Learned counsel for the petitioner thus, prays that petitioner

may also be allowed the intake 100 students.  The petitioner would be at

liberty to bring this fact to the notice of DCI and urge for increasing the

strength for the academic year 2007-2008.

            With the above observations, the writ petition is disposed of. 

 

                                            ..........................................J

                                            (K.G. BALAKRISHNAN)



                                            ..........................................J

                                            (LOKESHWAR SINGH PANTA)

                                            ..........................................J

                                            (D.K. JAIN)

NEW DELHI; 

OCTOBER 12, 2006.


