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ITEM NO.15     Court 11 (Video Conferencing)          SECTION X

               S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
                       RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Writ Petition(s)(Civil)  No(s).  769/2021

DRONACHARYA ADMISSION CONSULTANCY                  Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

UNION OF INDIA & ANR.                              Respondent(s)

(FOR ADMISSION )
 
Date : 26-07-2021 This petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :  HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VINEET SARAN
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE DINESH MAHESHWARI

For Petitioner(s) Mr. Viraj Kadam, Adv. 
                    Mr. Soumya Dutta, AOR
                   
For Respondent(s)
                   
          UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                             O R D E R

The  petitioner,  which  the  learned  counsel  states,  is  a

proprietorship firm registered for consultancy in education, has

filed  this  writ  petition  challenging  the  communication  dated

25.08.2020, which was issued by the Medical Council of India (MCI)

on a representation of a student namely, Mr. Peeyoosh Bharat Saini.

It is contended that the benefit given in the said communication

was granted to all the similarly situated students on the basis of

a statement made by the counsel for MCI before the Delhi High Court

in Writ Petition (c) No. 5618/2020. 

Firstly, it is not understood as to how the petition has been

filed by an educational consultant or a firm challenging certain

communication, which affects certain students and those students
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have not been impleaded as parties. Secondly, the petitioner claims

to be a registered proprietorship firm and in support thereof, it

has filed a document which is annexed at Page No. 65, which is

merely  a  business  registration  number  under  the  Shops  and

Commercial  Establishments  Act,  issued  by  the  Directorate  of

Economics and Statistics, Rajasthan. 

From the reading of the entire petition, we do not find that

the petitioner has any direct interest in the matter and, thus, we

are  of  the  clear  opinion  that  the  petitioner  has  no  locus  to

maintain this petition. The petitioner, who claims itself to be an

educational  consultant  is,  in  our  view,  a  mere  facilitator  for

getting the admission of students in foreign universities for MBBS

course.  

We, thus, dismiss this petition with a cost of Rs. 25,000/-,

which shall be deposited by the petitioner with the Registry of

this Court within one month from today.  The amount so deposited

shall be credited to the account of the Supreme Court Employees

Mutual Welfare Fund. In case, the petitioner does not deposit the

said amount, the Registry shall require the District Magistrate of

Bhilwara,  Rajasthan  to  recover  the  same  from  the  petitioner  as

arrears of land revenue and deposit the same in the Registry of

this Court. 

Pending  application(s),  if  any,  stands  disposed  of

accordingly. 

(ARJUN BISHT)         (PRADEEP KUMAR)   (ASHWANI THAKUR)
(COURT MASTER (SH)   (BRANCH OFFICER)  AR-CUM-PS
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