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Quamrul Islam Siddique, J:

Both the Writ Petition Nos. 11905 of 2015 and 11582 of
2015 are heard together and are being disposed of by this
common judgment as they do involve common question of law
and facts.

In Writ Petition No. 11905 of 2015, Rule Nisi was issued
in the following terms:

“Let a Rule Nisi issue calling upon the respondents to
show cause as to why the respondents shall not be directed to
give registration number to the petitioners including other
students of Bachelor of Dental Surgery (BDS) admitted in
different Private Dental Colleges of Bangladesh securing above
the cut-off mark 105 out of 200 in the admission test and having

other requisite educational qualifications and /or such other or



further order or orders passed as to this Court may seem fit and
proper.

In Writ Petition No. 11582 of 2015, Rule Nisi was issued
in the following terms:

“Let a Rule Nisi issue calling upon the respondents to
show cause as to why the respondents shall not be directed to
give registration number to the petitioners including other
students of Bachelor of Dental Surgery (BDS) admitted in
different Private Dental Colleges of Bangladesh securing above
the cut-off mark 105 out of 200 in the admission test and having
other requisite educational qualifications and /or such other or
further order or orders passed as to this Court may seem fit and
proper.

At the time of issuance of the Rules, the respondents were
directed to allow the petitioners including the other students of
Bachelor of Dental Surgery (BDS) admitted in different Private
Dental Colleges of Bangladesh who had secured above the cut-
off mark 105 out of 200 in the admission test and having other
requisite educational qualification to appear at their yearly final

examination.



The facts of both the Writ Petitions Nos. 11905 of 2015
and 11582 of 2015 are more or less the same. The facts leading
to the issuance of the Rules in both the Writ Petition Nos. 11905
of 2015 and 11582 of 2015 are as follows:

The petitioners appeared at the admission test for the BDS
course as per the Medical and Dental Colleges Nitimala, 2011
having requisite combined Grade Point Average/GPA of
minimum 8 in S.S.C. and H.S.C. examinations from the science
faculty with at least 3.50 in any of the aforesaid examinations.
The petitioners obtained above the cut-off mark 105 out of 200.
The petitioners got themselves admitted into the Bachelor of
Dental Surgery (BDS) for the session 2013-2014 in their
respective institutions and they have been participating regularly
in their academic classes. Earlier Bangladesh Private Medical
College Association (BPMCA), as the petitioner, filed Writ
Petition No. 1337 of 2014 impugning the recommendations of a
meeting dated 23.09.2013 held at the instance of respondent No.
1 increasing the minimum “cut-off” mark from 110 to 120 out of
total marks of 200 for admission into the MBBS/BDS courses for
the session 2013-2014. The respondent No. 1 earlier framed the

Nitimala, 2011 for admission of students into the MBBS/BDS



courses (hereinafter referred to as the Nitimala, 2011) stipulating
the admission/qualification criteria for enrollment of students
into the MBBS/BDS courses in all medical/dental colleges
(public/private) in Bangladesh. Clause 2.2 of the Nitimala, 2011
states, inter alia, that an applicant must acquire a combined
Grade Point Average (GPA) of minimum 8.00 in his/her
respective SSC and HSC examinations from the Science Faculty
provided that he/she does not carry less than GPA 3.50 in any of
the aforesaid examinations. Again, respondent No. 1 by an
office order dated 04.12.2012 stipulated admission criteria of the
MBBS/BDS courses for the session 2012-2013 pursuant to
which an applicant is required to have merit score of 110 for
admission into the MBBS course and 105 into the BDS course.
Respondent No. 2 issued an admission notification dated
31.8.2013 in the daily Prothom Alo dated 31.8.2013 for
admission into the MBBS/BDS courses for the session 2013-
2014. Clause No. 3 of the admission notification also stipulates
that an applicant must have minimum GPA score 8.00 in both
S.S.C. and H.S.C. examinations, but not less than 3.50 any of the
examinations as per the Nitimala, 2011 as minimum criteria for

eligibility for admission into the MBBS/BDS courses. The



admission notification did not require any applicant for the
sessions 2013-2014 to have minimum merit score of 120 at the
time when admission notification was issued in the daily
Prothom Alo dated 31.8.2013. In the meantime, respondent No. 1
by the notification dated 19.9.2013 informed that a meeting to be
held on 23.9.2013 to determine the pass mark required to be
achieved by the students of MBBS/BDS courses in the
“admission test”. In the meeting dated 23.9.2013 decision was
taken to the effect that in order to be eligible for admission into
the MBBS/BDS courses, an applicant must have a minimum
“cut-off” mark 120 out of total marks of 200 for the session
2013-2014, thus introducing a new minimum qualification
criteria for the “admission process” in the said courses for the
session 2013-2014. Respondent No. 2 by his letter dated
07.1.2014 recommended that the minimum “merit score” for an
applicant to be eligible for admission into the MBBS/BDS
courses shall be fixed at “105”. Thereafter respondent No. 1 by
his order dated 02.02.2014 extended the deadline for admission
into the MBBS/BDS until 15.2.2014. In Writ Petition No. 1337
of 2014, a Division Bench of this Court made the Rule absolute

and directed the respondents to allow the private medical



colleges to admit the students willing to take admission into the
MBBS course for the session 2013-2014 with a “cut-off” mark at
105.

Being aggrieved by and dissatisfied with the judgment and
order dated 18.9.2014 passed in Writ Petition No. 1337 of 2014,
the respondent No. 1 moved before the Appellate Division of the
Supreme Court of Bangladesh and the Appellate Division after
hearing the Civil Appeal No. 147 of 2015 along with Civil
Petition for Leave to Appeal No. 1110 of 2015 and 1111 of 2015
upheld the judgment and order dated 18.9.2014 passed by the
High Court Division in Writ Petition No. 1337 of 2014 and
dismissed the appeal and also held that 224 students who have
already been admitted into 23 different private medical colleges
are entitled to continue their study in the respective medical
colleges where they got admission. All the petitioners have
requisite educational qualification to get admission into the BDS
course and they have been participating in their academic classes
successfully and as such they are entitled to continue to their
study of Bachelor of Dental Surgery (BDS) in their respective
educational institutions. The respondents are required to be

directed to give registration to the petitioners without further



delay. Respondents are bound by the judgment and order of the
High Court Division passed in Writ Petition No. 1337 of 2014
and also the judgment and order passed by the Appellate
Division passed in Civil Appeal No. 147 of 2015.

Being aggrieved by and dissatisfied with the inaction of
the respondents to give registration to the petitioners including
other students of Bachelor of Dental Surgery (BDS) admitted
into different Private Dental Colleges of Bangladesh securing
above the cut-off mark 105 out of 200 have moved this Court
and obtained the instant Rules Nisi.

Respondent No. 5 entered appearance in both the Writ
Petitions by filing separate  Affidavits-in-Oppositions
controverting all the material statements made in the Writ
Petition Nos. 11905 of 2015 and 11582. The common case of
respondent No. 5, in short, in both the Writ Petition Nos. 11905
of 2015 and 11582 of 2015, is as follows:

The petitioners have no locus standi to file the instant writ
petitions. The authority took a resolution that in order to get
admission into the MBBS/BDS courses, the admission seekers
must secure 120 marks out of 200 and the admission seekers

must also secure 40 marks out of 100 in the written examination.



If the minimum merit score is fixed at 105 out of 200 marks, an
admission seeker getting 05 out of 100 marks in the written test
shall have a possibility to get admission into the concern
Bachelor of Dental Surgery (BDS) in the Private Dental Colleges
of Bangladesh which is not desirable. The petitioners have totally
failed to understand the content of the judgment and order passed
by the Appellate Division. The judgment of the Appellate
Division passed in Civil Appeal No. 147 of 2015 concerns only
224 students of different private medical colleges, who were the
petitioners of the Writ Petition No. 1337 of 2014 and who were
the admission seekers into the MBBS course. The petitioners
being the admission seekers into the BDS course have no legal
right to get the benefit of the said judgment. The grounds taken
in the petition are not valid, lawful and tenable in the eye of law
and as such both the Rules Nisi are liable to be discharged with
costs.

Ms. Fatema S. Chowdhury, the learned Advocate
appearing on behalf of the petitioners in both the writ petitions
submits that all the petitioners have requisite educational
qualifications to be eligible to get admission into the BDS course

and that they have been participating in their academic classes
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successfully and as such they are entitled to continue their study
of Bachelor of Dental Surgery (BDS) in their respective
educational institutions. She further submits that in response to
an advertisement floated by the respondent No. 2 in the daily
Prothom Alo dated 31.8.2013, the petitioners having requisite
qualifications applied for admission into the BDS course. She
also submits that the petitioners obtained cut-off marks 105 as
determined by respondent No. 2 in the meeting dated 04.12.2012
for admission into the MBBS/BDS courses for the session 2012-
2013. She then submits that the decision dated 23.9.2013 raising
the minimum “cut-off” mark at 120 out of 200 has been declared
illegal, unlawful and coram non-judice by the Appellate Division
in Civil Appeal No. 147 of 2015 with Civil Petition for Leave to
Appeal No. 1110 of 2015. She lastly submits that the petitioners
having got the requisite qualifications are eligible to continue
their study in BDS course and that the respondents are legally
bound to give registration to the petitioners.

Mr. A.F.M. Mesbahuddin Ahmed, the learned Advocate
appearing on behalf of respondent No. 5 in both the writ
petitions, on the other hand, submits that the present applications

are not tenable in the eye of law. He further submits that the
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authority took a resolution that in order to get admission into the
MBBS/BDS course, it was not enough for the admission seekers
to get 120 cut off marks out of 200, rather the admission seekers
must also get minimum 40 marks out of 100 in the written
examination. He next submits that the judgment and order passed
by the High Court Division in Writ Petition No. 1337 of 2014
and the judgment and order passed by the Appellate Division in
Civil Appeal No. 147 of 2015 with Civil Petition for Leave to
Appeal No. 1110 of 2015 and 1111 of 2015 are directed for the
admission seekers of MBBS course and that the petitioners being
the admission seekers of BDS course are not entitled to get the
benefit of the above judgments and orders of the High Court
Division and the Appellate Division. He then submits that in
order to ensure better service in the health sector, the minimum
cut-off mark should be at least 110 for MBBS/BDS course. He
lastly submits that the present Rules are misconceived and as
such are liable to be discharged with costs.

We have heard the learned Advocates of both the sides,
perused the writ petitions, their annexures, affidavits-in-

oppositions, their annexures and other relevant papers.
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In these two writ petitions, the following papers have been

filed by the parties and for proper adjudication of the Rules, we

need to discuss these papers minutely. The papers are as follows:

1)

(2)

3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

Advertisement published in the daily Prothom Alo
on 31.08.2013 (Annexure-E);

The Nitimala, 2011 promulgated by the Ministry of
Health and Family Welfare (Annexure-C);

The meeting held in the Ministry of Health and
Family Welfare on 04.12.2012 and the decision
taken therein (Annexure-D);

The meeting held in the Ministry of Health and
Family Welfare dated 23.9.2013 and the decision
taken therein (Annexure-B);

The judgment and order passed by the High Court
Division in Writ Petition No. 1337 of 2014
(Annexure-H);

The judgment and order passed by the Appellate
Division in Civil Appeal No. 147 of 2015 with Civil
Petition for Leave to Appeal Nos. 1110 of 2015 and

1111 of 2015 dated 16.9.2015 (Annexure-H1).
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Now, let us discuss the above papers one by one and see
the relevancy of the above papers with the present Rules:

(1) Advertisement published in_the daily Prothom
Alo on 31.08.2013 (Annexure-E);

An advertisement was published in the daily Prothom Alo
on 31.8.2013 requesting the potential candidates willing to apply
for admission into the MBBS/BDS courses for the sessions
2013-2014 under certain conditions. There are as many as
15(fifteen) conditions in the advertisement. Among those
15(fifteen) conditions, condition No. 3 is relevant for the purpose
of disposal of the present Rules. Condition No. 3 of the
advertisement (Annexure-E) is quoted below which runs as
under:
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From the above, it is clear that students who have got GPA
8.00 in HSC/SSC examination, but not less than GPA 3.50 in any
of the above examinations are eligible to take admission into the
MBBS/BDS courses. The petitioners of both the Rules obtained
GPA 8.00 in HSC/SSC examinations having GPA 3.50 in any of
the examinations. So in terms of the advertisement (Annexure-
E), the petitioners are eligible to appear at the admission test and

they are also eligible for admission into the MBBS/BDS courses.

(2) The Nitimala, 2011 promulgated by the Ministry
of Health and Family Welfare (Annexure-C);

The Ministry of Health and Family Welfare promulgated a

Nitimala for setting the criteria for admission into the
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MBBS/BDS courses in different medical colleges and dental

colleges.

Let us quote the relevant paragraph of the Nitimala, 2011

which runs as under:
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(emphasis supplied)

The Nitimala, 2011 has been given effect from the session

2011-2012 and it is equally applicable for the subsequent
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sessions for admission into the MBBS/BDS course. This
Nitimala was promulgated in 2011 by the Ministry of Health and
Family Welfare and this Nitimala has not been cancelled as yet.
This means the Nitimala still exists.

According to the Nitimala, 2011, the petitioners in both
the Rules are qualified to get admission into the BDS Course as
the petitioners are from science group and they have obtained
GPA 8.00 in HSC/SSC examinations and they have not got less
than GPA 3.50 in any of the examinations.

(3) The meeting held in the Ministry of Health and

Family Welfare on 04.12.2012 and the decision
taken therein (Annexure-D);

A meeting held in the Ministry of Health and Family
Welfare on 04.12.2012. The relevant portion of the resolution of
the meeting dated 04.12.2012 is quoted below which runs as
under:
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(emphasis supplied)

From the above, it is clear that the cut-off mark for
admission into the MBBS course was fixed at 110 and for the
BDS course was fixed at 105. This cut-off mark was fixed for the
students who were willing to take admission into the

MBBS/BDS courses for the session 2012-2013. (emphasis

supplied)
It is true that the petitioners in both the Rules applied for

admission into BDS course for the sessions 2013-2014 (emphasis

supplied). The above cut-off mark was set for admission seekers
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into the MBBS/BDS courses for the session 2012-2013. So,
strictly the above cut-off mark is not applicable for the
petitioners, as the petitioner applied for admission into the BDS
course for the session 2013-2014.

(4) The meeting held in the Ministry of Health and

Family Welfare on 23.9.2013 and the decision
taken therein (Annexure-B);

A meeting held in the Ministry of Health and Family
Welfare on 23.9.2013 and the decision taken therein is necessary
for discussion for effective disposal of the Rules:

The relevant decisions taken in the meeting dated
23.9.2013 is quoted below which runs as under:
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(emphasis supplied)
From the above, we find that this decision was taken for
the students who were willing to take admission into the
MBBS/BDS courses in different medical colleges / dental
colleges for the session 2013-2014. The present petitioners also
applied for admission into the BDS course for the sessions 2013-
2014. So, apparently the decision taken in the meeting dated
23.9.2013 (Annexure-B) seems to be applicable for the
petitioners. But the discussions made hereinafter will show that
the decision taken in the meeting dated 23.9.2013 will not be
applicable for the petitioners.
(5) The judgment and order passed by the High

Court Division in Writ Petition No. 1337 of 2014
(Annexure-H);

Against the decision dated 23.9.2013 (Annexure-B) taken
by the Ministry of Health and Family Welfare, the Bangladesh
Private Medical College Association (BPMCA) filed a Writ
Petition No. 1337 of 2014 challenging the raising of the
minimum cut-off mark at 120 out of 200 for admission into the
MBBS course for the session 2013-2014. It may be mentioned
here that though the raising of cut-off mark at 120 was fixed for

the admission of both the MBBS and the BDS courses, the
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BPMCA filed the Writ Petition No. 1337 of 2014 only for the
students willing to take admission into the MBBS course. None
from the students of BDS course challenged the raising of cut-off
mark at 120. After hearing both the sides, a Division Bench of
this Court held as under:
“The Nitimala in its flag end mentioned about a
committee, which will be responsible implementing
the Nitimala 2011, however, neither in the letter
dated 04.12.2012, nor in any other letters of
circular, we could find any mention about the
committee, which clearly reflects that the
respondents are acting just at their own caprice and
whim without bothering to adhere to their own
Nitimala, and apart from that they are not even
obliging their own letter dated 07.01.2014 for
admission into MBBS and BDS with the cut-off
mark of 105. ........ as such, denying admission to
students securing cut-off mark 105 and / or above is
nothing but colourable exercise of power since it the

respondents themselves have set the new cut-off
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mark for admission into MBBS and BDS for the
academic session 2013-2014.

In the premises set forth above, we are of the view
that the Rule deserves merit and the respondents be
directed to allow the private medical colleges to
admit students for the academic session 2013-2014

with a cut-off mark at 105.”

The High Court Division by the above judgment in no
uncertain terms held that the cut-off mark for the students for
admission in the academic session 2013-2014 would be 105.

In our opinion the word, “students” mentioned in the
judgment of the High Court Division passed in Writ Petition No.
1337 of 2014 would mean the “students” willing to take
admission into the MBBS course. Because, the Writ Petition No.
1337 of 2014 was filed by the BPMCA challenging the raising of
cut-off mark at 120 for the students willing to take admission
into the MBBS course. But the decision taken in the meeting
dated 23.9.2013 increasing the cut-off mark at 120 was directed
for the students who were willing to take admission in both the

MBBS and BDS courses.
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So, with all fairness the direction of the High Court
Division passed in Writ Petition No. 1337 of 2014 to allow the
Private Medical Colleges to admit students for the academic
session 2013-2014 with the cut-off mark at 105 would be
applicable for the students willing to take admission into the
MBBS course and it would not be applicable for the present
petitioners as they are willing to take admission into the BDS
course. However, even if we take that the cut-off mark 105 fixed
by the High Court Division in Writ Petition No. 1337 of 2014 is
applicable only for the students willing to take admission into the
MBBS course, the present petitioners will be equally benefited
because they all have obtained mark above 105 in their
admission test.

(6) The judgment passed by the Appellate Division

in_Civil Appeal No. 147 of 2015 with Civil

Petition for Leave to Appeal Nos. 1110 of 2015
and 1111 of 2015 dated 16.9.2015 (Annexure-H1).

Against the judgment and order of the High Court
Division passed on 18.9.2014 in Writ Petition No. 1337 of 2014,
a Civil Appeal No. 147 of 2015, Civil Petition for Leave to
Appeal No. 1110 of 2015 and 1111 of 2015 were filed and the

Appellate Division dismissed the appeal and held as under:
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“Admittedly, the impugned decision raising the
minimum “cut-off” mark from 110 to 120 was taken
by a committee headed by the respondent No. 1 and
not by the council, namely, Bangladesh Medical and
Dental Council (BMDC) which has been formed as
per law, namely, Bangladesh Medical and Dental
Council Act, 2010. Section 5 of this Act shows that
this Council (BMDC) is empowered to deal with
almost all the matters relating to Medical and
Dental Institutions including framing of guidelines
etc. for admission to M.B.B.S. and B.D.S. courses.
The setting of “cut-off”” mark for being eligible for
admission to M.B.B.S. and B.D.S. courses falls
within theses powers of BMDC and as such the
BMDC only is empowered to fix or set the minimum
“cut-off” mark for being eligible for admission to
these courses. Admittedly, the impugned decision
raising the “cut-off” mark from 110 to 120 was not
taken by this BMDC, rather it was taken by the

respondent No. 1 and some other persons. ............
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So, it is apparent that the impugned decision
raising the “cut-off” mark from 110 to 120 being
not taken by the BMDC was coram non-judice and
as such illegal.
This civil appeal thus be dismissed with the above
observations.”

From the above decision of the Appellate Division, we
find that the decision taken in the meeting dated 23.9.2013 by the
Ministry of Health and Family Welfare (Annexure-B) was coram
non-judice and illegal.

In the meeting dated 23.9.2013 (Annexure-B), the cut-off
mark at 120 was fixed for MBBS/BDS courses. But this decision
dated 23.9.2013 has been declared illegal and coram non judice
by the Appellate Division. So, legally there is no existence of the
decision of the meeting dated 23.9.2013 and as such there is no
existence of the cut-off mark 120 any more.

In the Nitimala, 2011 (Annexure-C) there is no mention of
cut-off mark at all. In the decision dated 04.12.2012 taken by the
Ministry of Health and Family Welfare (Annexure-D), the cut-

off mark was fixed at 110 for the students willing to take
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admission into the MBBS course and at 105 for the students
willing to take admission into the BDS course. But this cut-off
mark was fixed for the students who were willing to take
admission for the session 2012-2013. This cut-off mark 110 and
105 for the students willing to take admission into the
MBBS/BDS courses shall not be applicable for the petitioners as
they are willing to take admission for the session 2013-2014.

In fact, after the judgment passed by the Appellate
Division in Civil Appeal No. 147 of 2015, there was no in
existence of any cut-off mark for the students willing to take
admission into MBBS/BDS courses for the sessions 2013-2014.
Because the cut-off mark 120 fixed by the Ministry of Health
and Family Welfare in its meeting dated 23.9.2013 for the
session 2013-2014 has been declared illegal and coram non-
judice by the Appellate Division by its judgment and order dated
16.9.2015. Precisely, the cut-off mark 105 fixed by the High
Court Division in Writ Petition No. 1337 of 2014 is applicable
for the students willing to take admission into the MBBS course
and this cut-off mark 105 fixed by the High Court Division in
Writ Petition No. 1337 of 2014 is not applicable for the students

willing to take admission into the BDS course, because Writ
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Petition No. 1337 of 2014 was filed by the BPMCA for the
students willing to take admission into the MBBS course only.

However, through vigorous search, we find one letter
dated 7.1.2014 (Annexure-G) issued by the Director of the
Directorate of Health. This letter dated 7.1.2014, was addressed
to the Secretary, Ministry of Health and Family Welfare by the
Director of the Directorate of Health. In this letter, the Director
of the Directorate of Health recommended to fix up the cut-off
mark at 105 for the students willing to take admission into both
the MBBS and the BDS courses and also recommended to
extend the period of admission upto 31.1.2014. In response to the
letter dated 7.1.2014, issued by the Director of the Directorate of
Health, the Secretary, Ministry of Health and Family Welfare did
not say a word about the fixation of cut-off mark at 105 but
extended the time for admission upto 15.7.2014.

For proper appreciation, the letter dated 7.1.2014 issued by
the Director of the Directorate of Health, addressed to the
Secretary Ministry of Health and Family Welfare is quoted
below which runs as under:

“olelefeTed! JIFCT FAFT

KiEASIRIGS
TR, BIF-539%
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(emphasis supplied)

Again, the letter dated 2.2.2014 issued by the Ministry of
Health and Family Welfare is quoted below which runs as under:
“olelgeed! I AT
gy '8 I FejIel NGl
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St T Sereitd (ST TR T0R)¢
S| V& TRMER 9F1@ A3, FF ¢ ARER Feiel Ngelre|
21 O, el Frifes, sl Rfamstera, vis
©| @fErEE, vl Refmyier, B |
8| PITow WiHIfeT®, F1g ¢ Q™ Fed NFAT (SRR
LT PR G SICA4 T ZCe) 1”7
(emphasis supplied)

From the above, it is clear that the recommendation of the
Director of Health to fix up the curt-off mark at 105 was not
accepted by the Secretary, Ministry of Health and Family
Welfare. However, the Secretary, Ministry of Health and Family
Welfare extended the period of admission upto 15.2.2014.

So, taking everything into consideration, we do not find
any cut-off mark for the students willing to take admission into
the BDS courses for the session 2013-2014.

Since there is no cut-off mark for the students willing to
take admission into the BDS course for the session 2013-2014,
we may go back to the Nitimala, 2011 (Annexure-C) and the
advertisement dated 31.8.2013 (Annexure-E). In the Nitimala,
2011 (Annexure-C) the condition laid down for admission into
the MBBS/BDS courses is that the students must obtain GPA

8.00 both in HSC and SSC examinations but not less than GPA

3.50 in any of the examinations. In the advertisement for
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admission into the MBBS/BDS courses (Annexure-E) for the
session 2013-2014, it has also been stated that the students
willing to get admission into the MBBS/BDS courses must get
GPA 8.00 in both HSC and SSC examinations but not less than
GPA 3.50 in any of the examinations. The petitioners in both the
Writ Petitions have got GPA 8.00 and they have got not less than
GPA 3.50 in any of the HSC/SSC examinations. So, they are
eligible to get admission into the BDS course. They have already
got admission into the BDS course in different medical colleges /
dental unit and they have been continuing their study till date.
The petitioners are the admission seekers for the BDS course.
Although there is no compulsion for the petitioners to get the
cut-off mark 105 for admission into the BDS course for the
session 2013-2014, we just want to record that all the petitioners
got minimum 105 marks in their admission test.

The petitioners have been successfully studying in the
BDS course in various medical colleges. Therefore, there is no
earthly reason to refuse the registration number of the petitioners.

Considering all these facts and circumstances and the

discussions made hereinbefore, we find merit in both the Rules.
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Accordingly, both the Rules issued in Writ Petition Nos.
11905 of 2015 and 11582 of 2015 are made absolute.

The respondents are directed to give registration number
to the petitioners immediately.

There is no order as to costs.

Razik-Al-Jalil, J:
| agree.

Shahid, B.O.



