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NEW DELHI, DHNS: The
Supreme Court has held that
the Medical Council of India
does not have the power to in-
terfere in the determination of
quota for NRI seats in medical
colleges, run by deemed uni-
versities.

“Exercise of power by an au-
thority has to be within the con-
tours conferred by the statute
and for the purpose of promot-
ing the objectives of the statute.
There is no express power con-
ferred on the second respon-
dent (MCI) in the Medical
Council of India Act to interfere
in the allocation of quotas for
sub-categories,” a bench of Jus-
tices S A Bobde and L
Nageswara Rao said.

The court further ruled that
determination of quota for NRI
seats is beyvond the domain of
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The bench also noted
that there is no dispute
that this court permit-

ted the medical col-
leges to admit NRi stu-
dents to the extent of
15% of their quota.
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the MCIL, though the regulatory
body for the medical education
and profession has a duty to en-
sure merit-based selection in
medical colleges.

The apex court declared as
“ultra vires and without juris-
diction” a direction issued by
the MCI to Manipal University,
a deemed varsity, in 2005 not
to make admissions in the NRI1
quota for 37 MBBS seats in the
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fMedicaI council can’t interfere
in NRI admission quota, rules SC

yvear 2005-2006, 37 seats for
2006-2007 and 29 seats in
2007-2008 in Kasturba Med-
ical College, Manipal.

The bench also noted that
there is no dispute that this
court permitted the medical
colleges to admit NRI students
to the extent of 15% of their
quota.

There is also no dispute that
the appellant, Manipal Univer-
sity, made admissions beyond
15% to the NRI quota of the to-
tal intake, the court said.

However, the bench said,
“The appellant being a deemed
university is governed J)y the
provisions of the UGC Act, and
the competent authority to
take any action for violation of
the provisions of the act regard-
ing maintenance of standards
is the commission (UGC).”
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