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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI

- pale of declsion 3 November fp © 1998

pelhi Admlnistration ..shrouwh Ms.Avnish Ahlawatl
& Others: Advocale with Ms . Anupauid
Chandha, Advocate

Versus ’
1

Naturo Electro Homoeobulhy..lhrough Sh.V.C.Misrn
’ Medicos.of india gr.Advocate with
: oSh.A.P.Mahnjan.

Advocates "
i

Coram: i H
The Hon'ble Mr.Justice Y.K.Sgbharﬁpl, ACT
The Hon'ble Mp.Justice K.S.Gupta

1. whether reporters of local papers may be
allowed to see the judzment?

e ~fo be ?eferred 1o the Reporters oOf not?

This appeal is airected against the order

dated August - 14, 1992 passed on application under

order gyXIix Rules 1 &2 cpC elc. by Shri

p.K.Bh Additional Distriect  Judee,

restraining the defendants/nppel[ants from

jssuing any public notice concerning the
activities of the vlainliff/respoudent in the

form of the public notice dated July 9, 1992.

suit for permanent injunction wherein the

said gpplical?on under oOrder XXX1X Rules 1 & 2

cpc etce- * was filed by the Pl&intiff/respnndeht

)
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present

material

alongwil

has been contested by filing

defendants/appellants and for

written statement by
deciding the

appeal pleas raised in the pleadings Dby

both lheiparties need not be referred to.

Notice dated July 9, 1982 which is

runs as under:-

"ONE All India Research and
Development . Organisation of Electrd™
Homoeopaithy (Cenlral Board) located at
c-1/166, Yamuna Vihar, Delhi-110053 and
aunother Electro Homoeopathy Institute,
namely, N.E.H.M. of India, located at
¢-2C, 123- 126, Pocket-12, Janak Puri,
New Delhi-110 058 have been publicising
1aisleading advertisements in various
newspapers claiming that registration
with their lnstitq}ion confers the right
to 1ihe person so registered to practise
Medicine . v "Electropathy/Electro
fiomoeopatlhy” throughout India.

Public’ in general is hereby
informed that neither ol the aforesaid
institutlons is recognised nor are the
Degrees/Diplomas wvand Registration
Certificates awarded/issued by them
recognised by the Govi. 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 1hese
systems they will do so at their own risk
and responsibility and be answerable
under the law of the land including the

‘Medical Code.

sd/-
(Dr.Y¥.P.varshaney)
Director:Health Services
Delhi Administration:Delhi”

Arguments in the appeal were heard

L C.W.P,N0.4015/96 yhich invedves wider
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Issues. Respondent ipn this appeal has been

arrayed as reupondent No.10 in the said petition,

s EBES o

It is ot the case of respondent No.10 i, the ;g
AR

reply affidavit Tiled in the Petition that either §
it Is recognised or the degrees/dlplomub/ gf
G

cerb}flcates awarded by it are recognized by the
Govt, of India or the Delhi Administratioy. In
the ;foresaid’petilion which'is being disposed of
today Scparately ye hgve taken the view 'That
although respondent No.jg cannot awarqg any
degree, jt may issue diplomus/certiticales and
lhe holders o Such dipiomus/cerli!icates are
eutiiled to practise Electropalhy System gof
'medicine on the Strengih thereor, One of the
directions Passed in qhe Petition g that
adequate publieit._v through (he media spayg Be
given §y the Governmenl(s) informing general
public abouyt respondents 10 i0~16 ‘and simjilap
other institutes not being wTecogniysey and
affiliated with any of the Councilg under the
three Acts of 1956, 1970 4 1973, In viey of the
said facts (he appellants cannbl be Festrajpeq
from issuing the public hotjce .,luularutq that of
July 8, 1802 Larring the porli " of the Notjce
that the persons possess:ug dnplomas/certificates

are nol en(itled io prac!xse. .
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31,

Consequen(ly, the appea|

ordep Is

is alloyeq ang
the imputnEG

with
observaiion that i, the Publj¢ Notice(s) fssueq
in' Tuiype by the Ppellan g only j4 Will noy
Stateq thay the Persaop possesstng
diplamas/certi!lca(es From FesSpondeny No, 19
. not ehtitled to pra%}ise Electro Homoeoggthy
SYstey of mediclue. v
I S
,gI S .,_..vpl J,_'P
i K.S.GUPTA, J.
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