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1. Garima Yadav D/o Krishan Prakash Aged About 23 Years R/o Ward No. 3,
V.P.O. Kanina, District Mahendragarh, Hariyana., District : Mahendragarh,

Haryana

2. Deepika Yadav D/o Birender Singh Aged About 23 Years R/o Near K.P.S.
School Athuna Bai Udairmsar, Bikaner, District Bikaner, Rajasthan.,

District : Bikaner, Rajasthan
---- Petitioners
Versus

1. Union Of India Through The Secretary, Ministry Of Health And Family
Welfare, Nirman Bhawan, New Delhi-110011., District : New Delhi, Delhi

2. Medical Council Of India Through The Secretary, Pocket-14, Sector-8,
Dwarka Phase-S1, New Delhi, Delhi., District : New Delhi, Delhi

3. State Of Chhattisgarh Through The Secretary, Department Of Health And
Family Welfare And Medical Education, Mahanadi Bhawan, Atal Nagar,
Raipur, Chhattisgarh., District : Raipur, Chhattisgarh

4. Chhattisgarh Medical Council, Raipur Through Its Registrar, 1st Floor, Dr.
Balmukund Sharma's Clinic, Kankalipara, Near Nagar Nigam Ayurvedic
Hospital, Raipur, Chhattisgarh. 492001., District : Raipur, Chhattisgarh

5. Pt. Deendayal Upadhyay Memorial Health Sciences And Ayush University,
Chhattisgarh Through Vice Chancellor, G.E. Road, Raipur, Chhattisgarh.,
District : Raipur, Chhattisgarh

6. Chandulal Chandrakar Memorial Medical College Through Dean,
Chandulal Chandrakar Memorial Medical College, Kachandur, Durg,
Chhattisgarh., District : Durg, Chhattisgarh

---- Respondents
For Petitioners : Mr. Waquar Naiyer, Advocates
For State : Mr. Jitendra Pali, Dy. AG
For Respondent No.2 : Mr. R. S. Marhas, Advocate.

Hon'ble Shri Justice P. Sam Koshy
Order on Board




02/01/2020

Rohit

. The challenge in the present writ petition is to the order dated

17.07.2019 passed by the respondent No.2 thereby holding that the
petitioners- students of the Chandulal Chandrakar Memorial Medical
College, i.e. respondent No.6 would not be entitled for permanent

registration with the Chhattisgarh Medical Council.

. Today when the matter is called up the counsel for the petitioners so

also counsel for the respondent No.2 submits that the respondent
No.2 subsequently after due verification and inspection of the
respondent No.6 institution has revised its order dated 17.07.2019 by
issuance of a fresh order making recommendation to the Central
Government dated 04.12.2019 asking the Central Government to
issue necessary notification recognising the MBBS Course
undertaken from the respondent No.6 Institution for the academic
session 2013-2014 and 2014-2015.
Given the said recommendation dated 04.12.2019 by the respondent
No.2 this Court is of the opinion that the impugned order Annexure P-
1 in the present writ petition has lost its efficacy.
Given the said subsequent development, this Court is of the opinion
that the writ petition itself has become infructuous. Accordingly, the
writ petition stands disposed of expecting the respondent authority to
take further consequential steps in the light of the recommendations
made by the respondent No.2 at the earliest.

Sd/-

(P. Sam Koshy)
Judge



