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HC upholds Punjab,
Haryana decision to
make NEET mandatory

for Ayush courses

EXPRESSNEWS SERVICE
CHANDIGARH, DECEMBER 25

WHILE ruling that the NEET is
mandatory for obtaining admis-
sions in AYUSH undergraduate
courses, the Punjab and Haryana
High Court has said that all the
admissions made contrary areil-
legal and cannot be sustained.
Only the admissions made on
the basis of NEET can be sus-
tained and continued by the au-
thorities in Punjab and Haryana,
the court has said.

The verdict has been passed
byadivision benchof Chief Justice
Ravi Shanker Jhaand Justice Rajiv
Sharma in a petition filed by a
bunch of Ayurvedic and
Homeopathic colleges from
Punjab and Haryana against the
union government’s decision to
make NEET mandatory for the
BAMS/BHMS/BUMS courses.
Earlier, the court had allowed the
colleges to enrol the students
without requirement of NEET but
made the provisional admissions
subject to final outcome of the
case,
“Itis stated before this court
that pursuant to the aforesaid
condition the students who had
not appeared in NEET or who
have failed in NEET have been
granted admissions with the
stipulation that the admissions
would be subject to the final out-
come of the present petitions

Qd therefore, no right or equity
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has accrued in anybody,” reads,,
the judgment dated December *
18.The division bench in the ver-
dict further said that when the.
admissions are being made by
Punjab and Haryana, mere chal-’
lenge to amendmentin the reg-
ulations made by the Central*
Council for Indian medicine and *
the instructions issued by it are*
meaningless. Both states in con-
formity with the notificationand
letters of the Central Council had
issued their own notifications-
regarding the requirement of
NEET in admissions to AYUSH -
colleges and argued in court that
they are bound by regulations
and instructions of the central
council. ;
“The act of the respondent
states and Universities in follow-
ingand accepting the directions
of the Central Council for mak-
ing admissions in the courses
concerned on the basis of NEET
finds due support and source of
authority under the State Act._ ™
reads the verdict. 5
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