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Even if some seats remain vacant, the students cannot be admitted midterm.

“7. When a detailed scheme has been framed through orders of this Court and the manner
in which it has to be worked out is also indicated therein, we do not think that if in a
particular year there is any shortfall or a certain number of seats are not filled up, the same
should be done by adopting one more round of counselling because there is no scope for
the third round of counselling under the Scheme. It would not be advisable to go on altering
the Scheme as and when seats are vacant. What is to be borne in mind is that broad
equality will have to be achieved and not that it should result in any mathematical
exactitude. Out of about 1600 seats, if 200 seats are not filled up for various reasons and
such not filled-up seats were much less in the earlier years, we do not think it should result
in the third round of counselling. If that process is to be adopted then there will be again
vacancies and further filling up of the seats falling vacant will have to be undertaken. In
that process, it will become endless until all the seats under the all-India quota are filled up.
That is not the object of the Scheme formulated by this Court. The object was to achieve a
broad-based equality as indicated by us at the outset and we do not think that any steps
have to 13 be taken for altering the Scheme. We have taken identical view in the decision
in Neelu Arora v. Union of India [(2003) 3 SCC 366] and connected matters disposed of on
24-1- 2003. Moreover, this Court in Medical Council of India v. Madhu Singh [(2002) 7 SCC
258] has taken the view that there is no scope for admitting students midstream as that
would be against the very spirit of statutes governing medical education. Even if seats are
unfilled that cannot be a ground for making mid-session admissions and there cannot be
telescoping of unfilled seats of one year with permitted seats of the subsequent year. If
these aspects are borne in mind, we do not think any reliefs as sought for by the petitioners
can be granted under these petitions. These writ petitions shall stand dismissed.”
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