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Civil Appeal No.10669/2010

GOVERNMENT OF INDIA & ANR.                         Appellants

                                VERSUS

SRI DEVRAJ URS MEDICAL COLLEGE                     Respondent

[HEARD BY: HON'BLE DIPANKAR DATTA AND HON'BLE SHEEL NAGU, JJ.] 
 
WITH

S.L.P.(C) No.9079/2011 (IV-C)

Date : 04-08-2026 This appeal was called on for pronouncement of 
judgment today.

CORAM :  HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE DIPANKAR DATTA
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SHEEL  NAGU
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Dr. Sushil Balwada, AOR
                   

1. Hon’ble Mr. Justice Sheel Nagu pronounced the reportable judgment of the

Bench comprising Hon’ble Mr. Justice Dipankar Datta and His Lordship.

2.  Civil Appeal No.10669/2010

This court, inter alia, directed as under:

“….13.1 We  are  persuaded  to  hold  so,  primarily

because  of  absence  of  any  pleading  furnished  by  the

respondent-college as to whether the revenue generated

by way of tuition fees and from other sources was enough

or  not  to  cater  to  the  expenditure  incurred  to  run  the

respondent-institution. Consequently, this appeal is partly

allowed to the extent indicated below:

A) The order of the Single Bench as well as the Division

Bench of the High Court of Karnataka, are set aside to the

extent it directs payment of the subvention amount for the

entire course of 5 years for students who were admitted in

2002-03.

….”

3. Civil Appeal No.10043 of 2026 (arising out of S.L.P. (C) No.9079 of 2011)

This court directed as under:

“1. Leave granted.

 2. Disposal of Civil  Appeal No.10043 of 2026 (arising

out  of  S.L.P.  (C)  No.9079  of  2011)  shall  be  governed

mutatis mutandis by this order.”

4. Connected applications, if any, shall stand disposed of.

      (MANIK KUMAR)                         (SUDHIR KUMAR SHARMA)
SENIOR PERSONAL ASSISTANT                     COURT MASTER (NSH)
    (signed reportable judgment is placed on the file)
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