
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 
 

CIVIL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION 
 
 

WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO.   OF  2012 
 

[ PUBLIC  INTEREST  LITIGATION ] 
 

 
IN THE MATTER OF 

People for Better Treatment (PBT) 

Through  its Coordinator     … Petitioner 

 
Versus 

 
Secretary, Indian Medical  

Association (IMA) & Anr.    ….Respondents 

 

WITH 

 

I.A. No. …………. Of 2012 

APPLICATION FOR AD-INTERIM DIRECTION 

 

 

 

 

PAPER BOOK 

(FOR INDEX KINDLY SEE INSIDE)     



 

         

 

Advocate for the Petitioner:   RABIN MAJUMDER 



INDEX 

 

S. No.    Particulars    Page No. 

 
1. Listing Proforma      A – A-2  

2. Synopsis & List of Dates    B – G  

3. Writ Petition with Affidavit    1 – 18  

4. Annexure P-1 

 True copy of the Order No.     19 – 23  
DMC/DC/F.14/Comp. 777/2/2010  
dated 7.12.2010 passed by the DMC. 

5. Annexure P-2 

 True copy of the interim Order dated   24 – 26  
24.7.2006 passed in PIL [W.P. (C) No.  
316/2006] by this Hon’ble Court. 

6. Annexure P-3 

 True copy of the final Order dated    27 - 28 
7.5.2012 passed in PIL [W.P. (C) No.  
316/2006] by this Hon’ble Court. 

7. Annexure P - 4 (Colly) 

 (i) News articles of CNN dated 25.12.2011 29 – 31  
 (ii) News articles of CNN dated 11.2.2012 32 – 33 
 (iii) News articles of CNN dated 30.5.2012 34 – 36 
 (iv) News articles of Mumbai Mirrors  37 – 40  

dated nil. 
7. Annexure P - 5  (Colly) 

 (i) News articles of Times of India dated 15.6.2012 41– 43 
 (ii) News articles of The Hindu dated 12.6.2012 44 – 45 

8. Annexure P - 6 

 True copy of Representation dated 29.5.2012  46 - 49 
made by the People for Better Treatment to  
Ministry of Health & Family Welfare. 

 

9. Application for Ad-Interim Direction  50 - 53 



 
10. Urgency Affidavit      54 – 56 
 
11. Letter dated. 20.6.2012      57



 Synopsis and List of Dates 
 

Apart from candid violation of the Hippocratic Oath, proposed 

“doctors’ strike” on 25th June 2012 also clearly violates several provisions in 

the Medical Council of India (MCI) “Code of Ethics and Regulations” 

including Section 1.2 (“Maintaining good medical practice”), Section 2.1 

(“Obligation to the sick”) and Section 2.4 (“The patient must not be 

neglected”).  These points have been categorically held by Delhi Medical 

Council (DMC) while investigating a complaint filed by your Petitioner 

against a “doctors’ strike” called by doctors at Safdarjung Hospital, New 

Delhi in 2010 that brought immense misery and death of innocent patients.  

In fact, while disposing the said complaint vide a final order dated 7th 

December, 2010, the DMC has unequivocally held that doctors have no 

right to go on a strike “under any circumstances”. (Annexure- P-1). 

 
That while acknowledging that peaceful “strike” is a basic right in 

democratic society for employees in most professions to express their 

protest against the government, this Hon’ble Court in T.K. Rangarajan vs. 

Govt. of Tamil Nadu & Ors. (2003 SCC 6, 581) has unequivocally affirmed 

that people involved with work pertaining to vital public services cannot go 

on strike by holding the entire society at ransom.  In the said judgment, 



while referring to the needless suffering that “doctors’ strike” may inflict to 

the society, this Hon’ble Court has candidly admitted, “In case of strike by 

Doctors, innocent patients suffer”.  This Hon’ble Court has also held that 

even members of the legal profession have no right to go on strike and 

deprive services to their clients (2003 SCC 2, 45).  It is also undisputed that 

“doctors’ strike” deprives necessary therapy from the innocent patients 

denying their fundamental right to life which is protected under Article 21 of 

Indian Constitution.   Thus, “doctors’ strike” is not only immoral, it is also 

illegal and unconstitutional. 

 
It may be pertinent to mention that your Petitioner brought the vital 

issue of “doctors’ strike” before this Hon’ble Court through a PIL (W.P. Civil 

No. 316/2006) after several patients died without treatment due to a 

“doctors’ strike” at the All India Institute of Medical Sciences (AIIMS) in 

2006.  While admitting the said PIL, this Hon’ble Court made categorical 

observation vide an Order dated July 24, 2006 that the issue of doctors’ 

strike is of “great public importance”.  This Hon’ble Court also raised the 

question whether the act of “doctors’ strike” may amount to “negligence 

warranting action for misconduct”. The said PIL against ‘doctors’ strike”, 

however; was eventually disposed of by a three-judge bench of this Hon’be 



Court only last month (May 7, 2012) which is reproduced below for ready 

reference: 

“The interlocutory application for restoration is allowed.  The 

petitioner is directed to move the concerned Ministry of Health with 

the representation. If no response is given by the concerned Ministry 

of Health, liberty is given to the petitioner to move the appropriate 

Court.  The writ petition is, accordingly, disposed of.” 

 
The Petitioner has already filed a representation with the Ministry of 

Health (Respondent no. 1), as suggested by this Hon’ble Court, urging the 

Health Ministry (Respondent no. 2) to take appropriate measures to ban 

“doctors’ strike” in India.  The Petitioner is still waiting to receive a response 

from Respondent no. 2. 

 
That while disposing a PIL filed against the AIIMS Hospital, New 

Delhi, a division bench of Hon’ble Delhi High Court has also deemed 

“doctors’ strike” as illegal and directed the AIIMS authorities to take 

disciplinary action against anyone involved with strikes in the hospital in a 

recent judgment dated February 21, 2011 (W.P. Civil No. 8832/2006; 

SC/ST Medical Association, Delhi vs. Union of India & Ors.). Unfortunately, 

despite clear indication from both the court of law and medical regulatory 



authorities (e.g. DMC), Indian medicos still do not hesitate to go on 

“doctors’ strike” to express their grievances bringing total collapse of the 

healthcare delivery system at the expense of the ailing citizens.  Troubling 

reports from hospitals in all parts of the India continue to appear frequently 

in the news bearing shocking stories of pain, suffering and death of the 

innocent patients solely as a result of “doctors’ strike”. Even more 

unfortunate is the undeniable fact that most of the victims of “doctors’ 

strike” hail from the impoverished families who are at the mercy of the 

doctors in government hospitals as they cannot afford the expensive 

treatment in private hospitals.   

 
As mentioned above, IMA (Respondent no. 1) has called a nation-

wide “doctors’ strike” on June 25, 2012 in protest of the introduction of 

CEA, 2010 and BRHC course by the government.  The news of the 

proposed “doctors’ strike” on June 25, 2010 has been widely reported by 

the media across India. 

 
The past experiences would show that the doctors’ strike has proven 

disastrous effect on the poor and needy patients across India. 

 
June 2006: Petitioner filed a public interest litigation (PIL) being W. P. 

(Civil) No. 316/2006 seeking a total ban on “doctors’ strike” and 



exemplary disciplinary action against striking doctors after several 

patients died at All India Institute of Medical Sciences (AIIMS) as a 

result of strike by doctors.  While admitting the PIL, this Hon’ble Court 

noted that doctors’ strike is a matter of “great public importance”and 

whether such an act may “amount to negligence warranting action for 

misconduct”.  A three-judge bench of this Hon’ble Court eventually 

disposed of this matter on May 7, 2012 directing the Petitioner to 

move the Ministry of Health with representation against “doctors’ 

strike”.  This Hon’ble Court further granted liberty to the Petitioner to 

move the appropriate court if no response is given by the Ministry of 

Health.  Accordingly, Petitioner has already filed a representation with 

the Ministry of Health seeking to stop “doctors’ strike” and is waiting 

to hear from the Ministry of Health (Respondent no. 2). 

 
Dec. 7, 2010: A “doctors’ strike” was called by doctors in Safdarjung 

Hospital in New Delhi bringing enormous pain, suffering and death of 

hapless patients.  Petitioner filed a complaint with the Delhi Medical 

Council (DMC) seeking stringent disciplinary action against the 

striking doctors as stipulated by the MCI “Code of Ethics and 

Regulations”.  The DMC passed a Final Order on December 7, 2012 

categorically holding that doctors have no right to go on a strike 



“under any circumstances” and that doctors’ strike clearly violates 

MCI “Code of Ethics and Regulations”.  The DMC also sent a circular 

against “doctors’ strike” to the Director of Health Services and all 

hospital superintendents in Delhi.   

 
June 15, 2012: Respondent no. 1, Indian Medical Association (IMA), is 

the largest national body of physicians in India with more than 2 lakh 

registered doctors as members.  IMA called a nation-wide “doctors’ 

strike” on June 25, 2012 (Monday) to protest against the 

implementation of the “Clinical Establishment Act” (CEA), 2010 and 

“Bachelor of Rural Health Care (BRHC)” course by the government.  

There is no doubt that a country-wide “doctors’ strike” would cripple 

the hospital services and is likely to bring endless pain, suffering and 

death of numerous innocent patients across India on June 25, 2012.        

 
19.6.2012 Hence this urgent public interest litigation (PIL) seeking an 

immediate injunction to the proposed “doctors’ strike” on June 25, 

2012. 

  



IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 
 

CIVIL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION 
 
 

WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO.   OF  2012 
 

[ PUBLIC  INTEREST  LITIGATION ] 

 
IN THE MATTER OF: 
 
People for Better Treatment (PBT) 

Through  Mr. S.P. Manchanda, 

Member and Coordinator of PBT  

Having its head office at 

7 Nilgunge Road (1st Floor) 

Belgharia, Kolkata – 700056    … Petitioner 

 
Versus 

 
1. Secretary, Indian Medical Association (IMA) 

I.M.A. House, Indraprastha Marg. 

New Delhi 110002   …Respondent no. 1 

 
2. Union of India 

Through its Secretary 



Ministry of Health & Family Welfare 

Nirman Bhawan,  

New Delhi 110001   …Respondent No. 2 

 

WRIT PETITION IN PUBLIC INTEREST UNDER ARTICLE 32 OF 

THE CONSTITUTION OF INDIA SEEKING URGENT 

INTERVENTION OF THIS HON’BLE COURT TO STOP A NATION-

WIDE “DOCTORS’ STRIKE” CALLED BY INDIAN MEDICAL 

ASSOCIATION (IMA) ON JUNE 25, 2012 WHICH WOULD CRIPPLE 

THE ENTIRE HEALTHCARE SYSTEM AND LIKELY TO CAUSE 

ENDLESS MISERY AND DEATH OF NUMEROUS HAPLESS 

PATIENTS ACROSS INDIA AND ALSO FOR ISSUANCE OF WRIT, 

ORDER, DIRECTION OR ANY OTHER APPROPRIATE 

DIRECTION. 

 
To, 
The Hon’ble Chief Justice of India and  
His Companion Judges of the  
Hon’ble Supreme Court of India. 

The humble Writ Petition (PIL)  
of the Petitioner above-named. 

 
Most Respectfully Showeth: 
 
1. The present petition under Article 32 of the Constitution of India is 

being filed by way of public interest litigation and the Petitioner has no 

personal interest. The present writ petition is filed through Mr. S.P. 

Manchanda, who is duly authorized and is  also  a  member  and   principal   



Coordinator  of  People  for Better Treatment  (PBT), the  Petitioner  herein.  

The  Petitioner  organization  is  a  registered NGO  (Registration no. 

S/IL/6017)   with   Govt.   of  West  Bengal  and   duly   recognized   by   the   

government ( copies  of  registration  as  well  as  authorization certificates   

enclosed   along   with   Vakalatnama).   

The Petitioner is a humanitarian society with head office in West Bengal 

that has been working for promotion of better healthcare and to help the 

hapless patients of India since its inception in 2000-2001.  Over the past 

more than 10 years, the Petitioner has fought many public interest 

litigations (PILs) before this Hon’ble Court and various High Courts against 

the flaws in the medical system to elevate the standard of healthcare and to 

prevent “medical negligence” in India.  These legal battles by your 

Petitioner include a historic PIL (SC W.P. Civil No. 317/2000)    which 

unraveled for the first time that a large number of States and Union 

Territories in India had absolutely no functioning “medical council” for 

regulation of practice of medicine more than 50 years after the 

independence. It also corrected several inherent flaws in the medical 

regulatory system including establishment of the Sections 8.7 and 8.8 in 

the MCI “Code of Ethics and Regulations” for proper and timely disposal of 

complaints against the delinquent doctors (2003 SCC 8, 490). 



 
1A. That the Petitioner has already filed a representation (Annexure P-6) 

with the Ministry of Health (Respondent no. 2 herein), urging it to take 

appropriate measures to ban doctors’ strike in India. The Petitioner is still 

awaiting to receive a response from the Ministry of Health, the Respondent 

no. 2. 



2. Facts of the case 
 
i. It is most humbly submitted that doctors have no ethical, moral or 

legal right to deny treatment to the ailing citizens by joining “doctors’ strike” 

or on any other ground.  Apart from candid violation of the Hippocratic 

Oath, “doctors’ strike” also clearly violates several provisions in the Medical 

Council of India (MCI) “Code of Ethics and Regulations” including Section 

1.2 (“Maintaining good medical practice”), Section 2.1 (“Obligation to the 

sick”) and Section 2.4 (“The patient must not be neglected”).  These points 

have been categorically held by Delhi Medical Council (DMC) while 

investigating a complaint filed by your Petitioner against a “doctors’ strike” 

called by doctors at Safdarjung Hospital, New Delhi in 2010 that brought 

immense misery and death of innocent patients.  In fact, while disposing 

the said complaint vide a final order dated 7th December, 2010, the DMC 

has unequivocally held that doctors have no right to go on a strike “under 

any circumstances”.  A copy of the said Order No. 

DMC/DC/F.14/Comp.777/2/2010/  dated 7th  December, 2010 passed by 

the DMC is annexed herewith and marked as Annexure- P-1. 

 
ii. That while acknowledging that peaceful “strike” is a basic right in 

democratic society for employees in most professions to express their 

protest against the government, this Hon’ble Court in T.K. Rangarajan vs. 



Govt. of Tamil Nadu & Ors. (2003 SCC 6, 581) has unequivocally affirmed 

that people involved with work pertaining to vital public services cannot go 

on strike by holding the entire society at ransom.  In the said judgment, 

while referring to the needless  suffering that “doctors’ strike” may inflict to 

the society, this Hon’ble Court has candidly admitted, “In case of strike by 

Doctors, innocent patients suffer”.  This Hon’ble Court has also held that 

even members of the legal profession have no right to go on strike and 

deprive services to their clients (2003 SCC 2, 45).  It is also undisputed that 

“doctors’ strike” deprives necessary therapy from the innocent patients 

denying their fundamental right to life which is protected under Article 21 of 

Indian Constitution.   Thus, “doctors’ strike” is not only immoral, it is also 

illegal and unconstitutional. 

 
iii. It may be pertinent to mention that your Petitioner brought the vital 

issue of “doctors’ strike” before this Hon’ble Court through a PIL (W.P. Civil 

No. 316/2006) after several patients died without treatment due to a 

“doctors’ strike” at the All India Institute of Medical Sciences (AIIMS) in 

2006.  While admitting the said PIL, this Hon’ble Court made categorical 

observation vide an Order dated July 24, 2006 that the issue of doctors’ 

strike is of “great public importance”.  This Hon’ble Court also raised the 

question whether the act of “doctors’ strike” may amount to “negligence 



warranting action for misconduct”.  A copy of the said interim Order dated 

24/07/2006 passed in PIL (W.P. Civil No. 316/2006) by this Hon’ble Court 

is annexed herewith and marked as Annexure- P-2.  The said PIL against 

‘doctors’ strike”, however; was eventually disposed of by a three-judge 

bench of this Hon’be Court only last month (May 7, 2012) which is 

reproduced below for ready reference: 

 “The interlocutory application for restoration is allowed.  The 

petitioner is directed to move the concerned Ministry of Health with the 

representation. If no response is given by the concerned Ministry of Health, 

liberty is given to the petitioner to move the appropriate Court.  The writ 

petition is, accordingly, disposed of.” 

A copy of the said final Order dated  07/05/2012 passed by this 

Hon’ble Court in W.P. Civil No. 316/2006 is annexed herewith and marked 

as Annexure- P-3.  

 
iv. The Petitioner has already filed a representation with the Ministry of 

Health (Respondent no. 1), as suggested by this Hon’ble Court, urging the 

Health Ministry (Respondent no. 2) to take appropriate measures to ban 

“doctors’ strike” in India.  The Petitioner is still waiting to receive a response 

from Respondent no. 2.  

 



v. That while disposing a PIL filed against the AIIMS Hospital, New 

Delhi, a division bench of Hon’ble Delhi High Court has also deemed 

“doctors’ strike” as illegal and directed the AIIMS authorities to take 

disciplinary action against anyone involved with strikes in the hospital in a 

recent judgment dated February 21, 2011 (W.P. Civil No. 8832/2006; 

SC/ST Medical Association, Delhi vs. Union of India & Ors.). Unfortunately, 

despite clear indication from both the court of law and medical regulatory 

authorities (e.g. DMC), Indian medicos still do not hesitate to go on 

“doctors’ strike” to express their grievances bringing total collapse of the 

healthcare delivery system at the expense of the ailing citizens.  Troubling 

reports from hospitals in all parts of the India continue to appear frequently 

in the news bearing shocking stories of pain, suffering and death of the 

innocent patients solely as a result of “doctors’ strike”. Even more 

unfortunate is the undeniable fact that most of the victims of “doctors’ 

strike” hail from the impoverished families who are at the mercy of the 

doctors in government hospitals as they cannot afford the expensive 

treatment in private hospitals.  News reports of total disruption of hospital 

services and tragic death of innocent patients as a result of “doctors’ strike” 

only during the past couple of years from all corners of India showing 



catastrophic consequences of “doctors’ strikes” are attached herewith and 

marked as Annexure- P-4 (Colly). 

 
vi. As mentioned above, IMA (Respondent no. 1) has called a nation-

wide “doctors’ strike” on June 25, 2012 in protest of the introduction of 

CEA, 2010 and BRHC course by the government.  The news of the 

proposed “doctors’ strike” on June 25, 2010 has been widely reported by 

the media across India. The copies of the said news items are annexed 

herewith as Annexure- P-5 (Colly). Copy of the Representation dated 

29.5.2012 submitted by the Petitioner is annexed herewith as Annexure- 

P-6. 

 
3. Question of Laws: 

(i) Whether in the given facts and circumstances, the nationwide 

strike called for by the doctors legitimate and not jeopardizing public 

interest which would have a devastating effect on hospital services 

across the country on June 25, 2012 in the given facts without doubts 

that countless patients, primarily from the poor families, are likely to 

immensely suffer on June 25, 2012 without receiving proper 

treatment as a result of the strike by our healers as proposed by 

Respondent no. 1? 



(ii) Whether the inaction of the Respondent No. 2 to take and 

initiate action against the illegal and immoral nation-wide “doctors’ 

strike” as called by IMA having every possible devastating effect on 

already unreachable hospital services for the poor and the needy 

patients across the country on June 25, 2012? 

(iii) Whether the Respondent, may be having legitimate grievances 

in respect of the CEA, 2010 or the BRHC course as proposed by the 

government, these grievances in stead of settling with the 

government through other modes of peaceful demonstration without 

affecting patients’ services or in the court of law, but calling for 

“doctors’ strike” by holding the defenseless patients at ransom is 

correct which is otherwise immoral, unethical and against the law 

under any condition and any doctor joining the strike must be held 

accountable for violation of medical “Code of Ethics and 

Regulations”?                   

 
(iv) Whether the Petitioner having no other relief or remedy 

available to itself except for the kind and urgent intervention of this 

Hon’ble Court to stop “doctors’ strike” on June 25, 2012 as proposed 

by the IMA (Respondent no. 1) as otherwise, the Respondent No. 2 

government is not guilty of not protecting the public interest in its 



candid silently watching the endless pain, suffering and death as a 

result of disruption of hospital services? 

 

4. Grounds: 

 
(i) Because as far as the members of the medical profession 

themselves are concerned, there can be no doubt that the nature of 

their calling as doctors, surgeons and nurses imposes on them a 

moral duty never to strike or to engage in any action designed to 

reduce the level of service provided, no matter how deep or bitter 

their sense of grievance. Because the outcome of doctors’ strikes 

always tends to be disastrous. 

 
(ii) Because the nationwide strike called for by the doctors through 

the Respondent No. 1 is not legitimate and not ethical particularly 

since general public interest would immensely suffer because of its 

devastating effect on hospital services across the country on June 25, 

2012 also effecting the hospital services. 

 
(iii) Because the manner in which the proposed Doctors’ strike on 

June 25, 2012 has been called for and the astonishing silence of the 

Respondent No. 2 government would suggest that they have no 



prime concern to ensure continued medical services to society and to 

make sure they are never brought to a total standstill.  

 
(iv) Because the Doctors ought to be injuncted from causing the 

medical services to a standstill since if doctors who quit working for 

whatever reasons are rejecting their acceptance of the Hippocratic 

Oath. The doctor–patient relationship may have been breached by 

implication, i.e. causing an implicit breach of contract if a doctors’ 

strike would result in a breach of confidence and trust in the normal 

relationship that exists between the doctor and a patient. Reducing 

the patient’s wellbeing to a lower priority than the doctor’s own 

interests and agenda may be viewed as outrageous. Although striking 

may be ethically justifiable in some situations, nevertheless, even 

when called to achieve socially desirable ends, strikes frighten the 

public, arouse ethical qualms in doctors, have the potential for 

producing adverse health outcomes and must be injuncted. 

 
(v) Because the inaction of the Respondent No. 2 and its failure to 

take and initiate action against the illegal and immoral proposed 

nation-wide “doctors’ strike” as called by IMA (Respondent No. 1) 

which in every possibility affect already unreachable hospital services 



for the poor and the needy patients across the country on June 25, 

2012 and the Respondent No. 2 is guilty is silence for it not protecting 

the public interest. 

 
(vi) Because the Respondent No. 2 representing the doctors may 

have some legitimate grievances in respect of the CEA, 2010 or the 

BRHC course as proposed by the government, but in stead of 

redressing these grievances with the government through peaceful 

demonstration / dialogue without affecting patients’ services or in the 

court of law, but calling for “doctors’ strike” by holding the defenseless 

patients at ransom a clear violation of medical “Code of Ethics and 

Regulations” and against the public purpose. 

 
(vii) Because neither the Respondent No. 2 IMA nor the 

Respondent No. 1 government are not at all concerned about the 

effect on patients in case all the doctors to go on strike. It’s a clear 

case of looting the poor and needy patients by the doctors. The 

Respondent No. 2 government ought not to allow by keeping silence 

over the proposed nationwide strike by the doctors on 25th June 2012 

by the Respondent No. 1 association.  

 



(viii) Because the Petitioner being the representative of the people 

particularly the poor and needy patients in India has no other relief or 

remedy available to itself except for the kind and urgent intervention 

of this Hon’ble Court to stop “doctors’ strike” on June 25, 2012 as 

proposed by the IMA (Respondent no. 1) as otherwise, the 

Respondent No. 2 government is guilty of not protecting the public 

interest in its candid silently watching the endless pain, suffering and 

death as a result of disruption of hospital services. 

 

5. It is submitted that there can be no argument that a nation-wide 

“doctors’ strike” as called by IMA would have a devastating effect on 

hospital services across the country on June 25, 2012. There is also 

little doubt that countless patients, primarily from the poor families, 

are likely to suffer and die on June 25, 2012 without receiving proper 

treatment as a result of the strike by our healers as proposed by 

Respondent no. 1. 

 

6. That although the Petitioner has absolutely no qualm about any 

legitimate grievances that IMA and Indian doctors may have against 

the CEA, 2010 or the BRHC course as proposed by the government, 



these grievances must be settled with the government through other 

modes of peaceful demonstration without affecting patients’ services 

or in the court of law but definitely not through “doctors’ strike” by 

holding the defenseless patients at ransom.  As Delhi Medical 

Council (DMC) has categorically stated recently [Annexure- P-1 

(supra)], physicians have no right to deny necessary therapy for the 

patients by joining doctors’ strike “under any circumstances”.  The 

proposed “doctors’ strike” on June 25, 2012 is immoral, unethical and 

against the law under any condition and any doctor joining the strike 

must be held accountable for violation of mdical “Code of Ethics and 

Regulations” as observed by the DMC [Annexure- P-1 (supra)].                   

 

7. That as a benevolent society involved in protecting the interests of 

the defenseless patients of India, the Petitioner has no other relief or 

remedy available to itself except for the kind and urgent intervention 

of this Hon’ble Court to stop “doctors’ strike” on June 25, 2012 as 

proposed by the IMA (Respondent no. 1) as otherwise, it is almost 

but certain that countless patients will be put through endless pain, 

suffering and death as a result of disruption of hospital services.  

 



8. That the petitioner has not filed any similar petition in this Hon’ble 

Court or any other High Court in India. 

 

9. That this Writ Petition being PIL in nature is being filed bona fide and 

in the interest of justice.  

 
 

 

10. MAIN PRAYERS 

 
In the facts and circumstances narrated above, the Petitioner humbly 

prays that this Hon’ble Court may graciously be pleased to: 

 
a) Issue a writ of mandamus or any other appropriate writ , order, or 

direction to Respondent no. 1 directing that any call for “doctors’ strike” 

should be held as unethical, immoral and against the law. 

 
b) Issue a writ of mandamus or any other appropriate writ  or order 

directing the Respondent No. 2 that any doctor participating in “doctors’ 

strike” is in violation of MCI “Code of Ethics and Regulations” and be 

disciplined as suggested by Delhi Medical Council (Annexure- A). 

 



c) Issue a writ of mandamus or any other appropriate writ , order, or 

direction to the Health Ministry (Respondent no. 2) to take immediate steps 

to ban “doctors’ strike” in hospitals across India. 

 
d) Any further or other order or orders be made and/or direction or 

directions be given as to this Hon’ble Court may deem fit and proper. 

        



AND YOUR PETITIONER, AS IN DUTY BOUND SHALL EVER PRAY 

 

Drawn & Filed by: 

 

(Rabin Majumder) 
NEW DELHI          Advocate for the Petitioner 
Drawn on: 18.06.2012 
FILED ON:  19.06.2012   


