DMC/F.14/DC/Comp. 1361/2/2015/ 


                                 30th July, 2015

O R D E R

The Delhi Medical Council through its Disciplinary Committee examined a complaint of Shri Kadir Ahmed, s/o, Shri Zaheer Ahmed, r/o, House No. B-433, Sangam Park, Rana Pratap Bagh, Delhi-110007, alleging medical negligence on the part of Shri Aftab, B-449, Sangam Park, Delhi and doctors of Hindu Rao Hospital, Malka Ganj, Delhi-110007, in the treatment administered to the complainant’s son Master Bilal.  The complainant’s son Master Bilal also received treatment at Safdarjung Hospital.
The Order of the Disciplinary Committee dated 24th July, 2015 is reproduced herein-below :-
The Disciplinary Committee of the Delhi Medical Council examined a complaint of Shri Kadir Ahmed, s/o, Shri Zaheer Ahmed, r/o, House No. B-433, Sangam Park, Rana Pratap Bagh, Delhi-110007 (referred hereinafter as the complainant), alleging medical negligence on the part of Dr. Aftab, B-449, Sangam Park, Delhi and doctors of Hindu Rao Hospital, Malka Ganj, Delhi-110007, in the treatment administered to the complainant’s son Master Bilal (referred herein after as the paitent).  The complainant’s son Master Bilal also received treatment at Safdarjung Hospital.

It is noted that the Delhi Medical Council has also received a representation from the Police Station Bharat Nagar, Delhi, whose subject matter is same as that of complaint of Kadir Ahmed, hence, the Disciplinary Committee is disposing both of these matters by this common Order.

The Disciplinary Committee perused the complaint, representation from Police Station Bharat Nagar, Delhi, written statement of Dr. Anil Sahni, C.M.O. (Admn.), Hindu Rao Hospital and  Dr. Samir Acharya, Paediatric 
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Surgeon of Safdarjung Hospital, copy of medical records of Hindu Rao Hospital and other documents on record.


The following were heard in person :-

1) Shri Kadir Ahmed

Complainant

2) Smt. Reshma 


Wife of the complainant
3) Dr. Anant Sharma

Ex-Junior Resident, Hindu Rao Hospital

4) Dr. Lalit Mohan Sharma
Ex-Junior Resident, Hindu Rao Hospital
5) Dr. Ashok Tyagi

C.M.O-I/C Unit Orthopaedics, Hindu Rao






Hospital  

6) Dr. Pavan Sarin

Professor,    Orthopaedics, Hindu     Rao 






Hospital

7) Dr. Dharmendra 

Ex-Senior Resident, Hindu Rao Hospital 

8) Dr. Ravindra Singh

Senior   Resident, Orthopaedics,   Hindu 







Rao Hospital
7)  Dr. Jagadeesh
V.

Senior Resident, Hindu Rao Hospital

8) 
Dr. Virender 


Senior   Resident, Orthopaedics,   Hindu 








Rao Hospital 

9) Dr. Naveen Gaur

D.N.B. Resident, Hindu Rao Hospital

10) Dr. Karamveer


Ex-Junior Resident, Hindu  Rao  Hospital

11) Dr. Samir Kant Acharya
Specialist         Paediatric         Surgery, 







Safdarjung Hospital
12) Dr. Mamta Gupta

Officiating     Medical     Superintendent, 








Hindu Rao Hospital

12) Dr. Manju Gupta 

Assistant    Professor & HOD,    C.T.V.S. 








Safdarjung Hospital

13) Dr. Amit Bathla

Senior   Resident, C.T.V.S.    Safdarjung 








Hospital

14) Shri Ram Niwas 

Administrative     Officer,      Safdarjung 








Hospital 
15) Dr. K.T. Bhowmik

Additional     Medical     Superintendent, 








Safdarjung Hospital 
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The complainant further stated that on 1st May, 2014 at 6.00 p.m. when the complainant’s son suffered glass injury, he was taken to clinic of Dr. Aftab who instead of removing the glass which was lodged in the leg, stitched it to stop the bleeding.  He did not administer T.T. injection.  The patient continued to writher in pain.  At around 3.00 a.m. in night, the complainant took his son to the emergency of Hindu Rao Hospital.  The doctors of Hindu Rao Hospital removed the bandage which was applied on the wound and did an x-ray.  The x-ray showed the presence of piece of glass.  The doctor did not remove the glass, instead prescribed some medicine and again applied the bandage over wound and asked the complainant to go home, telling there was no need to be worried.  After two days, there was swelling in the leg.  The complainant again took the patient to Hindu Rao Hospital where again an x-ray was done which confirmed the presence of piece of glass.  This time the doctors removed the piece of glass from the left leg after sedating the patient and admitted the patient in the hospital.  After three days, the patient was discharged with advice to follow-up in O.P.D.  However, the patient again developed swelling in his left leg, so the patient was re-admitted in Hindu Rao Hospital.  The medicines were administered; a belt with weight (three bricks) was placed on the leg which caused immense pain to the patient.  When the pain became unbearable, doctors removed the belt and applied a plaster.  Subsequent to application of plaster, the pain increased, and the leg turned cold and eventually black.   The doctor then removed the plaster.  On pricking of the leg, no sensation was noted.  The patient was then referred to Ganesh Diagnostic & Imaging Centre Pvt. Ltd. for colour doppler of left lower limb (Arterial & Venous) on 7th May, 2014.  The report of the said investigation revealed arterial thrombosis, which was not explained to the complainant by doctors of Hindu Rao Hospital.  
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Instead the patient was transferred to Safdarjung Hospital, Ansari Nagar, New Delhi-110029.  The doctors of Hindu Rao Hospital informed the complainant that the case had become complicated and the same was beyond their competence.  The patient was admitted in Safdarjung Hospital at 3.00 p.m. (08-05-2014).  The doctors prescribed some medications and stated that after investigations, the patient’s leg will be needed to be amputated knee down.  The complainant thereafter took consultation from Ganga Ram Hospital who also told the complainant that the patient needed amputation.  The patient was eventually taken to a hospital in Meerut (Dr. D.K. Jain Memorial Hospital) on 9th May, 2014 where leg of the patient was amputated to save his life.  The patient was discharged on 27th May, 2014; the patient is still undergoing treatment at this Meerut Hospital.  It is requested that appropriate action be taken against Dr. Aftab and doctors of Hindu Rao Hospital.  
The complainant further stated that her son Master Bialal was not seen by Dr. Jagadeesh V on intervening night of 1st May, 2014 and 2nd May, 2014.

Dr. Ashok Tyagi, C.M.O-I/C Unit Orthopaedics, Hindu Rao Hospital stated that the patient Bilal, aged ten years, reported in orthopaedics OPD at 1.27 p.m. on 3rd May, 2014 with alleged history of glass injury in left upper leg two days earlier.  The patient was treated outside and stitches were applied (outside).  In Hindu Rao Hospital, the stitches were removed and glass piece of size 5cm x 1cm was removed.  The wound was cleaned and dressed.  The patient was given injection monocef I/V, injection amikacin I/V, injection metrogyl I/V, injection voveran I/M, injection rentac I/V and Tb chymoral forte(orally).  The patient was not  having  any  neuro-vascular  deficit.  The  patient  was 
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kept under observation.  The patient was discharged from orthopaedics emergency on Tb augmentin and Tb. Chymoral Forte.  The patient reported to orthopaedics OPD again on 6th May, 2014 with the complainant of pain and bleeding from left leg.   There was lacerated wound over left middle leg and no active bleeding.  There was no neuro-vascular deficit.  The patient was admitted in orthopaedics ward-7.  The dressing of the wound was done.  The patient was kept on injection monocef I/V, injection amikacin I/V, injection ranitidine I/V, tablet chymoral forte and tablet aceclofenac.   The skin traction was applied to avoid flexion deformity of knee.  At 8.30 p.m. (07-5-2014), the patient had pain and doctor on duty ward-7 examined the patient.  He felt coldness of limb and stiffness of ankle.  The peripheral vessels were not palpable and there was not capillary filling.  The patient was afibrile.  Urgently Senior Resident posted in orthopaedics emergency was called.  An urgent colour doppler was required to be done.  As there is no provision of colour doppler in Hindu Rao Hospital during night and urgency demanded the earliest investigation, so the patient got it done from a private centre.  The colour doppler studies reported that thrombosis in distal superficial femoral, popliteal, anterior and posterior tibial artery.  Normal venous system in common and superficial femoral vein.  No flow in popliteal and tibial veins-due to arterial thrombosis.  The patient was immediately referred to the higher centre for vascular surgeon’s consultation and further management.  The patient was transferred to the Safdarjung Hospital, Ansari Nagar, New Delhi-110029 in Hindu Rao Hospital’s ambulance accompanied by a resident doctor with a transfer case summary.  The patient was received in ward-19.  There was no vascular surgeon in Hindu Rao Hospital.  The traumatic arterial thrombosis is described as extremely dangerous and treacherous (means: very difficult to deal with  and  cannot  be  trusted)  condition  as  it  has  initial   diagnostic 
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difficulties.  Moreover, signs of vascular insufficiency develop quite late.  A small localized lesion, usually a fracture of the intima occurs in the vessel well and later gradually layer of platelets and fibrin form upon it.  Several hours later superadded secondary thrombosis occurs on this area producing total occlusion of the affected vessel.  Until this event takes place signs of severe vascular insufficiency may not develop.  There is no frank damage to the vessel and, hence, no bleeding or haematoma as such.  As such there was no negligence in the treatment of the patient as on the very first suspicion of occlusive disease, prompt diagnostic measures were taken and the patient was sent in hospital’s ambulance to the higher centre (Safdrjung Hospital) where facility for vascular surgery is available.  
Dr. Jagadeesh V, Senior Resident, Hindu Rao Hospital stated that he was the senior resident on duty on intervening night of 1st May, 2014  and  2nd May, 2014.  The patient was received at around 3.00 a.m.  in the post-mid night with alleged history of injury over posterior aspect of proximal leg, was attended by the junior resident on duty and discussed with him and advised the complainant to get the x-ray of the relevant part and asked for review once the x-ray is done.  The patient did not turn up for further review.  He had reviewed all the patients received in the emergency following that period and ordered x-rays and needful treatment.   
Dr. Anant Sharma in written statement averred that on duty in orthopaedics emergency, Junior Residents work under strict instructions from his Senior Resident on duty, in Hindu Rao Hospital.  As soon as any patient comes in orthopaedics emergency ward, the patient is seen by Senior Resident on duty primarily and if attended by Junior Resident, its mandatory for the Junior Resident  on  duty  to  tell 
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the Senior Resident about the case presented, as the Junior Residents are strictly ordered not to attend the patient on their own.  And then only the Senior Resident on duty instructs for further work up and follow-up of the concerned patient, as only Senior Residents instructions and the treatment are to be followed by Junior Residents on duty.  As far as case of the patient Master Bilal is concerned, the case is quite old and he cannot clearly remember about the patient profile, but if the patient had come in orthopaedics emergency in Hindu Rao Hospital on 1st May, 2014, the patient must have been attended either by Senior Resident on duty or by him or his co-Junior Resident Dr. Lalit Mohan Sharma as they were posted on duty on mentioned date and if attended by him, he had surely informed the Senior Resident on duty about the case.  After that whatever follow-up and investigations be done, be said by the Senior Resident on duty as only his (Senior Resident) instructions are to be followed.  If the radiograph was advised (it had to be advised by the Senior Resident) to the patient, he or his co-Junior Resident had given the x-ray slip and advised the patient on Senior Resident’s instructions to get the x-ray done and show the x-ray to the Senior Resident on duty as Junior Residents are not entitled to read radiographs.  Only the Senior Resident will read the radiography of every patient and then he will prescribe the further work-up.  If the patient had returned with the x-ray, the patient would have shown it to the Senior Resident, or if it was shown to him, he would have informed his Senior Resident on duty without fail.  As according to his Senior Resident on duty, Dr. Jagadeesh V. the patient did not return with the x-ray to him (Dr. Jagadeesh V.), this clearly shows that the patient did not returned with x-ray to orthopaedics emergency.  As the emergency orthopaedics is very hectic and all the patients are attended by the Senior Resident on duty or by the Junior Residents on duty under  strict  Senior  Resident’s 
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easy to remember each and every patient by name.  If the patient had returned to emergency with x-ray, the x-ray must have been shown to the Senior Resident and further work-up and the treatment must be prescribed by the Senior Resident on duty.  He has never seen any case in his casualty on his own without the Senior Resident’s Instructions in his whole job tenure and worked and good with full responsibility.  

Dr. Lalit Mohan Sharma reiterated the stand taken by Dr. Anant Sharma.
The complainant’s wife Smt. Reshma identified Dr. Anant Sharma as the doctor on duty, who had examined his son Master Bilal on intervening night of 1st May, 2014 and 2nd May, 2014.  She further stated that after examining her son Master Bilal, Dr. Anant Sharma advised an x-ray of the leg.  After obtaining the x-ray film, they showed the same to Dr. Anant Sharma, who said that there was nothing to worry.  He did not remove the glass which was visible in the x-ray, instead again applied the bandage over the wound, prescribe some medicine and asked them to go home.  

Dr. Samir Acharya, Paediatric Surgeon of Safdarjung Hospital stated the patient Master Bill, ten years male, arrived in the casualty of Safdarjung Hospital on 8th May, 2014 with pre-gangrenous changes in left leg and swelling on eft knee and left lower limb.  The pulse rate was 70/min., R.R.-18/min, the patient blood pressure was 110/80mm Hg.  So by the time, the patient reached Safdarjung Hospital already pre-gangrenous changes established in the lower limb.  There was established arterial thrombous in femoral, poplitial, anterior and posterior tibial arteries at the time  of  presentation  on  8th May, 2014.  
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The patient was previously treated by Dr. Aftab and Hindu Rao Hospital.  In view of the history and previous treatment, he started timely treatment to save the limb with proper medication.  Inspite of proper medication, because the pre-gangrenous changes had already established and underlying arterial thrombous, the patient was referred to the department of CTVS for further management.   The CTVS department also planned for the same.  So, there is no negligence in treating the patient in proper time, done by them.  Moreover, they have taken timely action in saving the limb to best of their ability.   
In view of the above, the Disciplinary Committee makes the following observations :-
1) The patient at first instance on 1st May, 2014 after suffering leg injury received treatment from an unqualified medical person namely Shri Aftab Alam of Aftab Clinic, B-449, Sangam Park,  Delhi against whom the Delhi Medical Council has already written to the police to initiate criminal prosecution under Section 27 of the Delhi Medical Council for practicing without holding any requisite qualification or registration with the Delhi Medical Council, in the NCT of Delhi.  It is observed that Shri Aftab Alam is also liable to be prosecuted under provisions of the Indian Penal Code for having acted recklessly by treating the injury of the patient which was beyond his knowledge and skill, thereby, compounding the suffering of the patient.    
2) It is evident from bare perusal of the x-ray No.25518 dated 2nd May, 2014 done at 3.46 a.m. of Hindu Rao Hospital that  a  piece of glass was lodged in the left leg of the patient, which should have been removed immediately on discovery by the  doctors  on 
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duty on 1st May, 2014 and 2nd May, 2014.  Failure to remove the same, shows complete lack of reasonable degree of knowledge, skill and care on the part of the treating doctors Dr. Anant Sharma, Junior Resident, Dr. Jagadeesh V, Senior Resident, Hindu Rao Hospital, which was expected of a prudent doctor.  It is noted Dr. Jagadeesh V. was the senior resident on duty, he being the senior should have been diligent in discharge of his duties which included the supervising or monitoring of the action/duty of the junior residents.  He has not given any plausible explanation as to why the patient who had reported to casualty (emergency) of Hindu Rao Hospital was not seen by him or brought to his notice.  The apathetic attitude of Dr. Anant Sharma and Dr. Jagadeesh V. towards the welfare of the patient was found to be abhorrent and unbecoming of a medical practitioner.  
3) It is noted that eventually after forty hours, the piece of glass was extracted from the leg of the patient on 3rd May, 2014 at Hindu Rao Hospital that too after a second x-ray (No.1243547) done on 3rd May, 2014 which lead us to infer that finding of the x-ray (No.25518) dated 2nd May, 2014 was not taken cognizance of by the doctors.  
4) It is observed that subsequent to removal of piece of the glass on 3rd May, 2014, the line of the treatment followed at Hindu Rao Hospital was as per accepted standard practices.  Once it was noted by the doctors of Hindu Rao Hospital on examination of colour Doppler done on 7th may, 2014, that there was arterial thrombosis, the patient was  transferred  to  Safdarjung  Hospital 
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on 8th May, 2014 for vascular surgeon’s management.  At Safdarjung Hospital, the patient on arrival was seen in emergnecy and referred to paediatric surgery.  The doctor in paediatric surgery namely Dr. Pankaj noted the findings of colour Dopper and referred the patient to the C.T.V.S. department for further management.  The patient was seen by senior resident, C.T.V.S. who advised C.T. angiography and asked to review with the reports and also sought surgical opinion.  It appears from the Safdarjung Hospital’s records that after C.T. angiography, the patient reported to paediatric surgery department where the findings of C.T. angiography were noted by Dr. Vishal and it was observed by him that no active paediatric surgical intervention was required.  The patient was then referred to C.T.V.S. OPD/ward.  It seems the C.T. angiography scans were not reviewed by the C.T.V.S. doctors.  The paediatric surgery senior resident Dr. Vishal instead of asking for urgent review by the C.T.V.S. by admitting the patient, referred him to C.T.V.S. OPD/ward.   We observe that the C.T. angiography of lower left limb done on 8th May, 2014 of Mahajan Imaging confirmed that the patient had comprised limb and instead of treating the same on urgent basis; no attempt was made to salvage the limb.  We, however, clarify that even at that stage, it might not have been possible to salvage the limb, but due diligence and professionalism demanded that an effort should have been made.
5) It is observed the records keeping of doctors of Hindu Rao Hospital and Safdarjung Hospital left much to be desired.  It needs to be highlighted that doctors must learn to write proper notes  of the patients (infact the name of prescribing doctor must 
Contd/:

(12)

be written below his/her signature as mandated under Regulation 3.7.2 of the Indian Medical Council (Professional Conduct, Etiquette and Ethics), Regulations, 2002) and maintain proper medical records.  Similarly, they should improve their communication skills and be diligent and empathetic in caring for the sick.  

In view of the observations made herein-above, it is decision of the Disciplinary Committee that both Dr. Anant Sharma and Dr. Jagadeesh V failed to exercise reasonable degree of skill, care and knowledge which was expected from a reasonably prudent doctor, and thus have committed professional misconduct in terms of the Regulation 2.4 of the Indian Medical Council (Professional Conduct, Etiquette and Ethics) Regulations, 2002.  The Disciplinary Committee, therefore, recommends that name of Dr. Anant Sharma (Delhi Medical Council Registration No.DMC/R/09517) and Dr. Jagadeesh V. (Delhi Medial Council Registration No.55316) be removed from the State Medical Register of the Delhi Medical Council for a period of three months.  Dr. Anant Sharma and Dr. Jagadeesh V. are also directed to attend fifteen hours of C.M.E. (Continuing Medical Education) in the subject of ‘Radiological Interpretations’ during the term of their punishment and to submit a compliance report to this effect to the Delhi Medical Council. 
The Disciplinary Committee further advises the doctors of CTVS and Paediatric Surgery Department of Safdarjung Hospital to be more sensitive and deligent in discharge of their professional duties.  
A copy of the this Order be also sent to the Director General of Health Services, Govt. of India and the  Commissioner, North  Delhi  Municipal 
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Corporation with a request to ensure the shortcomings highlighted herein-above are addressed by the Hospitals functioning under this respective jurisdiction.  
Complaint stands disposed.  
        Sd/:


            
        Sd/:
                    

(Dr. O.P. Kalra)
         

(Dr. Ajay Lekhi)           

Chairman,

        


Delhi Medical Association 

Disciplinary Committee 


Member,

      



                 


Disciplinary Committee

       Sd/:


       


Sd/:

           

(Dr. Mohd. Abin Geelani)

(Dr. R.K. Gupta)          

Expert member

       

Expert Member

Disciplinary Committee 


Disciplinary Committee 

The Order of the Disciplinary Committee dated 24th July, 2015 was taken up for confirmation before the Delhi Medical Council in its meeting held on 29th July, 2015 wherein “whilst confirming the decision of the Disciplinary Committee, the Council observed that in the facts and circumstances of this case, the punishment of removal of name of Dr. Anant Sharma (Delhi Medical Council Registration No.DMC/R/09517) and Dr. Jagadeesh V. (Delhi Medial Council Registration No.55316) from the State Medical Register of the Delhi Medical Council for a period of three months was a bit harsh punishment; hence, the same is reduced to one month.  The Council, therefore, directed that the name of Dr. Anant Sharma (Delhi Medical Council Registration No.DMC/R/09517) and Dr. Jagadeesh V. (Delhi Medial Council Registration No.55316) be removed from the State Medical Register of the Delhi Medical Council for a period of one month.  

The Council further observed that in the facts and circumstances of this case, interest of justice will be served if punishment is also awarded to doctors of the Safdajung Hospital namely Dr. Vishal Gajbhiye of Department of Paediatric surgery and Dr. Arvind Kumar Pandey of Department of C.T.V.S who were involved in the treatment of the patient Bilal and who failed to exercise due deligence and care, which  was  expected  of  a  reasonably  
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doctor.  The Council, therefore, directs that the name of Dr. Vishal Gajbhiye (Delhi Medical Council Registration No. 40468) be removed from the State Medical Register of the Delhi Medical Council for a period of one month.   The Council noted that the name of Dr. Arvind Kumar Pandey (Delhi Medical Council Registration No.40596) already stands removed from the State Medical Register of the Delhi Medical Council on 16th December, 2013 on account of non-renewal of registration with the Delhi Medical Council.  The Council, therefore, orders that Dr. Arvind Kumar Pandey is debarred from practicing in the NCT of Delhi.
The Council also observed that intimation regarding removal of name of Dr. Arvind Kumar Pandey be also communicated to the Uttar Pradesh Medical Council, as he is also registered with the Uttar Pradesh Medical Council under registration No. 50188 dated 27th January, 2005 and the Medical Council of India.
The Council also observed that the decision of the Disciplinary Committee holding Dr. Anant Sharma (Delhi Medical Council Registration No.DMC/R/09517), Dr. Jagadeesh V. (Delhi Medial Council Registration No.55316), Dr. Vishal Gajbhiye (Delhi Medical Council Registration No. 40468) and Dr. Arvind Kumar Pandey (Delhi Medical Council Registration No.40596) guilty of professional misconduct is final.  However, the Order directing the removal of name of Dr. Anant Sharma (Delhi Medical Council Registration No.DMC/R/09517), Dr. Jagadeesh V. (Delhi Medial Council Registration No.55316) and Dr. Vishal Gajbhiye (Delhi Medical Council Registration No. 40468) from the State Medical Register of the Delhi Medical Council shall come into effect after 30 days from the date of the Order.

The Order of the Disciplinary Committee stands modified to this extent and the modified Order is confirmed through majority decision.”  

     






        By the Order & in the name of 








                    Delhi Medical Council 








          

        (Dr. Girish Tyagi)







                       

        Secretary
Copy to :-
1) Shri Kadir Ahmed, H.No.N-76/164, New Om Nagar, Dhobi Ghat, Rana Pratab Bagh, Delhi-110007.
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2) Shri Aftab Alam, S/o, Mohd. Mustafa, Pro. Of Aftab Clinic, B-449, Sangam Park, Delhi, Through Police Station Bharat Nagat, Delhi-110052(with a request to serve this Order upon Shri Aftab Alam).
3) Dr. Jagadeesh V. Through Medical Superintendent, Hindu Rao Hospital, Malka Ganj, Delhi-110007.
4) Dr. Lalit Mohan Sharma, Flat No.G-5 East View Apartment, Swarnajayanti Nagar, Ramghat Road, Aligarh, Uttar Pradesh.
5) Dr. Anant Sharma, G-107, Shastri Nagar, Meerut-250004, Uttar Pradesh
6) Medical Superintendent, Hindu Rao Hospital, Malka Ganj, Delhi-110007.
7) Dr. Arvind Kumar Pandey, C/O S.S. Rathi, Pocket-A-1/159-160, Sector-11, Rohini, Delhi-110085.
8) Dr. Arvind Kumar Pandey, B-1/F-II, Meera Colony, B.H.U., Varanasi-221005, Uttar Pradesh.
9) Dr. Vishal Gajbhiye, H.No.1514, Chhaper Rampura, Jabalpur, Madhy Pradesh-482008
10) Medical Superintendent, Safdarjung Hospital, Ansari Nagar, New Delhi-110029.

11) Secretary, Public Grievance Monitoring Systems, Govt. of NCT of Delhi, M-Block, Vikas Bhawan, I.P. Estate, New Delhi-110002-w.r.t. P.G.M.S. Grievance No.20156981-for information.
12) Dr. Pawanindra Lal, Chairman of Medical Board & Professor, Surgery, Lok Nayak Hospital, New Delhi-110002-w.r.t. letter No.F.1(Inquiry) Surgery/ LNHS
/2014-15-for information.
13) S.H.O. Police Station, Bharat Nagar, Delhi-110052-w.r.t. DD No.28 PP dated 02/06/2014, PP Sangam Park, Delhi P.S. Bharat Nagar, Delhi-for information & necessary action. 
14) Director General Health Services, Govt. of India, Nirman Bhawan, Maulalana Azad Road, New Delhi-110011-for information & necessary action.
15) Commissioner, North Delhi Municipal Corporation, Dr. S.P.M. Civil Centre, Minto Road, New Delhi-110002-for information & necessary action. 
16) Registrar, Uttar Pradesh Medical Council, 5, Sarvapally Mall Avenue Road, Lucknow-226001, Uttar Pradesh- (Dr. Arvind Kumar Pandey is also registered with the Uttar Pradesh Medical Council under registration No. 50188 dated 27.01.2005)- for information & necessary action. 

17) Registrar, Madhya Pradesh Medical Council, F-7, Sanchi Complex, Opp. Board Office, Bhopal-462016, Madhya Pradesh (Dr. Vishal Gajbhiye is also registered with the Madhya Pradesh Medical Council under registration No. 6938 dated 25.04.2005)- for information & necessary action. 
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18) Registrar, Andhra Pradesh Medical Council, Near Post Office, Opp. Womens Colleges, Sultan Bazar, Hyderabad-500095, Andhra Pradesh(Dr. Jagadeesh V. is also registered with the Andhra Pradesh Medical Council under registration No 56737 dated 12.2.07)-for information & necessary action. 
19) Secretary, Medical Council of India, Pocket-14, Sector-8, Dwarka, New Delhi-110007-for information & necessary action.






   (Dr. Girish Tyagi)   





     Secretary
