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.'- 5.B. CI'VIL WRIT PETITION NO. 013
; /
l In the matter of:
; Mahatma Gandhi Medical Coilege & Hospital
! Through Additional Registrar,
: Mahatma Gandhi University of -
* Medical Sciences & Technology
L i RICO Institutional Area,
: Sitapura, Jaipur - 302022
; Rajasthan - .. Patitioner
Versus
Ty, Medical Coungil of India, .
R Through its Board of Governors,
i iha Pocket-14, Sector-8, Dwarka,
e Mew Delhi-110 O77.
P oA e 2. Union of India
| sl Through its Secratary,
g : finistry of Health & F.W |
Departmant of Health,
Mirman Bhawan, :
Maw Delhi, ' .. Respondents
%A capva Fefa';h;‘ WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 226 OF THE
| CONSTITUTION OF INDIA
."-.1 IN THE MATTER OF ARTICLE 14, 21, 25 AND 29 GF THE
P e CONSTITUTION OF INDIA

AND
IN THE MATTER OF ESTABLISHMENT OF MEDICAL
COLLEGE REGULATIONS, 1299

R AND
s ./ IN THE MATTER OF SECTION 10A AND 33 OF THE INDIAN
MEDICAL COUNCIL ACT, 1956
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= _ SB Civil writ Petition No., 12234/2013
pate or order : 15.7.2013
Hon'ble Mr. Justice Ajay Rastoagi

Mr, Sanjeev Prakash sharma, Sr. Adv. with

mMr. S5 Shekhawat, for petitioner.
| mr. angad Mirdha, for respondent.

CPEIT

counsel for respondent submits that copy of petition
was made available to him only on 11.7.2013 on the date
the petition was filed and he prays for time to file
reply to the writ petition.
counsel for petitioner submits that he has no
shjection in granting time to the respundert's counsel
but Hon'ble the Apex_’ﬂurt 1n Mr1du1 phar ve. union of
: Ingia 2005 {23 S0 ES and Pr1?a Guptﬂ Vs, State of
| Chhatisgarh & ors. 2012 {?j scc 433 has set 15% July of
pach calencer year as the CLt an datP for dssuance of -
permission letter and if pet1t1uner is not being
pnermitted at this stage that may create great prejudice.
However, further submits that'tHE petitioner institution
is running undergraduate {MEBS} Eﬂurae with the intake
capacity of 150 students from JDGE EDG? and even when the
matter came come up  with M{:.I for £inal recognition,
inspection was made of ‘the imstitution on 7/3.5.2013 and
an its report submitted-by the cnmmitteé the matter came
up for approval before the BOG in 11s Meeting he]ﬁ Gn
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cause notice u/sec.8.3(L)Cc)”

counsel for petitionar further submits that onl
daficiency pointed out by the inspecting team as &viuent
from the inspection report is bed occupancy wh1ch oo 15
factual incorrect and hefure *he respﬂndent no.l took the
impugned decision dr.347. 2D13 ‘o nnt1;e of opportunity of
hearing being Jfforded and since the dead line has besn
fixed by the Apex Court, in these facts & circumstances
the petitioner need 1nter1m prntect1nn

Taking note of the subm15510n5 made , but without
exprassing any ﬂpininn, th15 cﬂurt considers appropriate
to keep the decision of the respnndent ng.l dr.3.7.2013
as regards the pet1t1ﬂnec 1n abeyance hDNEUﬂF that will
not preclude the respnpdemt. fﬁnm-F rnceed1ng with the
matter with due cnmp11a;ﬁépb¥véﬁé Er1nc1p1es of natural
justice, but, at thE saiie t1me cnn51der5 appropiiate to
grant liberty 1o the pEt1tlﬂnEr tn prnceed in accordance
with the approval of minutes of meeting hzlc  on
29.5.2013. However, it 1% further made clear that the
petitioner must 1ndi¢a£é regardtng.aqch of the admissions
tha£ it will remaﬁn _5ubject'.qu cutcome cof the matter
pending before the Court. '

Looking to the ‘nature’ of cﬂntruverqy involved, 1et

rpe matter may come up before the Court on "23.7.2013.
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