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‘?" The Hon'ble Mr.Justice‘Y.K.quhaerl, ACJ

- The Hon'ble Mr.Justice K.S.Gupta

1. Whether reporters of local papers way be
allowed to see the judgument?

oL “To be referred to the Reporters or not?

K.S.Gupta. d. Lt in

This appeal is directed against the order
dated August-14, 1992 passed on.application under
Order XYY¥IX Rules 1 & 2 CPC etc. by Shri
BukoBh Additional District Judge,
restra}ning tPe defendants/appellants from
issuiﬂg any public notice coquerning the
activfties of the plaialiff/respondent in the
form of the public notice dated July 9, 19982.

Suit for permanenl injunction wherein the
said application under Order XXXIX Rules 1 & 2
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CPC etc. was filed by the plaintiff/respondent
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has been contested by filing written statement by
defendants/appellants and for deciding the y
present appeal pleas raised in the pleadings by
both lheiparties need not be referred to.

Notice dated July 9,. 1992 which is

material runs as under:-

"ONE All India Research and
Development . Organisation of Electrd.
Homoeopathy (Central Board) located at
C-7/166, Yamuna Vihar, Delhi-110053 and
another Electro Homoeopathy Institute,
namely, N.E.HI.M. of India, located at
¢-2¢, 123- 126, Pocket-12, Janak Puri,
New Delhi-110 058 have been publicising
misleading advertisements in various
newspapers claiming that registration
with their Instit*}ion'conf&rs the right
to 1the person so registered to practise
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Medicine . v "Electropathy/Electro
Homoeopathy" throughout India.
Public' in general is hereby

informed that neither of the aforesaid
institutions 1is recognised nor are the
Degrees/Diplomas v and Registration :
Certificates awarded/issued by them i
tfecognised by the Govt. of India or the :
- Delhi Administration. The persons :
possessing these¢ degrees or-diplomas and
registration certificates are not
entitled to. do medical practice and in
case they practise in any of these
systems they will do so at their own risk
and responsibility and Le answecrable
under the taw of the land including the

Medical Code.
sd/~- : - -
. (Dr.V.P.Varshaney)
Director:Health Services
Delhi Administration:Delhi”

Arguments in the appcal were heard

alongwilll C.W.P.No.4015/96 which invélves wider
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isshés. Respondent in this appeal has Dbeen
arrayed as respondent No.10 in the said petition.
Il is not the case of respondent No.10 in the
reply affidavit filed in the petition that either
it is recognised or the degrees/diplomas/
certificates awarded by‘it are recognized by Lhe
Govt. of India or the Delhi Administration. In
the Qforesaid petition which is being disposed of
today scparatlely we have taken the view "that
although respondent No.10 cannot award any
degree, it may issue diplomas/certificates and
the holders of such dipjomas/certificates are
entiiled to praclise Elec;ropathy system of
medicine on the strength thereof. One of the
directions passed in the . petition is that
adequate publici(y through the media shall 1a
given by the Governmenlt(s) informing general
public about respondents 10 to. 16 .and similar
other institutes not being urecognised and
affiliated with any of the Councils under the
three Acts of 1956, 1970 & 1873, In view of the
said facts the appellanls cann?t be restrained
from issuing the public nolice ;imilaratq that of
July - 95 1992 barriué the portion _of the noticé
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that the persons possessing diplomas/certificates

are not enlitled to practise. "
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Consequently, the appegl is allowed and
the impugned order is set aside with the
observation that in the Public notice(s) issued
inl fulure by the appellaﬁts only it will not be

stated that the person possessing the

diplomas/certificales frow respondent No.10 are

not entitled to practise Electro Homoeogathy ;
syslem of medicine. “ :
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November \\ . 1998, ACTING CHIEF JUSTICE
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