
ADMISSION AND FEE REGULATORY COMMITTEE 

(A Statutory body established under an Act of the State of C hhattisgarh) 

FEE STRUCTURE FOR THE ACADEMIC SESSION 2008-09, 2009-10, 
2010-ll, 2011-12 and 2012-13 relatin2 to B.D.S. Course. 

I. Exercising powers conferred under section 4 (I) and (2) of the CG NIJI 

VY AV ASYlK SHTKSHAN SANSTHA (PRA VESH KA VTNIY AMAN 

EV AM SHULK KA NlRDHARAN ) ACT. 2008 (here in after referred to as 

··Act'") The State Government has constituted Admission and Fee Regulatory 

Committee ( hence forth --AFRC') for the supervision and guidance of the 

admission process and for the fixation of fee to be charged from candidate 

seeking admission in a prirnte professional educational institution. 

2. Earlier in compliance of Hon' ble Supreme Court·s judgment dated 14-8-2003 

in S.L.P. No. 350/93 Islamic Academy of Education and others vs. State of 

Kamatak and others, Government of Chhattisgarh vide its order dated 23-3-05 

constituted "'Fee Fixation Committee for Private Unaided Professional 

(Technical) Educational Institutions of Chhattisgarh State, commonly _known 

as Justice Jha Committee. 

3. Matter relating to fixation of fee of Chhattisgarh Dental College, Sundara, 

Rajnandgaon,(Estd. in the year 2002-03) Maitri College of Dentistry and 

Research. Anjora ,Durg (Estd. In the year (2004-05) and Rungta College of 

Dental Science and Research, Bhilai ( Estd in the year 2005-06) came for 

consideration before Justice Jha Committee. Learned Committee for the 

above institutions considered the matter separately and fixed fee, details 

thereof are as given below. 

(a) C.G. Dental Colle2e. Sundara, Rajnandgaon:- Learned Committee 

without unveil ing the methodology applied for fixation of fee, stating that 

"'the representatives present were heard. Tne record and documents filed by 

the educational institutions were carefully perused and scrutinized and the 

submissions made by the representatives carefully considered. Having given 

most an-...:ious and thoughtful consideration to the matter in the light of criteria 

l,i~~·; : Hoa;;;;. .. A°"rt, >< ~~ ~\° :::;" ~\ ,fl . 
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including tution fee per student per year(This will not include miscellaneous 

fees mentioned in para 6 and schedule '·A" of this order:· 

Total fee including tution fees Rs. L25.000/-

Total misc. fee excluding caution money. transportation and university fee 

Rs.3400/-

Caution money total Rs. 4,000/

Transportation optional Rs. 3600/-

The committee further ordered that fee fixed above shall be effective from 

academic session 2005-06 and shall remain in force for a period of five years. 

It means the fee has been fixed for the academic sessions 2005-06, 2006-07, 2007-08. 

2008-09 and 2009-10. 

(b) Maitri Collej?e of Dentistry and Research, Anjora, Durg.:- Learned 

Committee has considered TMA Pai Foundation Judgment. Islamic Academy 

of Education Judgment and also PA Inamdar Vs. State of Maharashtra , 

Judgment of seven judges bench . Learned Committee disallowed interest on 

loan stating that '·Jn the criteria laid down in Islamic Studies Centre case 

judgment interest on loan is not mentioned as a criterion. eYen otherwise, it is 

felt that ordinarily the college should manage from its o,m resources nnd if 

loan at all becomes necessary burden of its mterest should not be passed on to 

students as is done in trade, business, industry and the like by recovering the 

same from consumer as imparting of education, as held above by Hon 'ble 

Supreme Court is essentially charitable in nature. Interest on loan if allowed 

to be recoYered from students as part of the fee paid by them can lead to 

serious abuse. lnterest on loan therefore· can not be taken into consideration 

for determining the fee structure. Relevant paragraphs of the order passed by 

the Committee are reproduced below: 

13. The College in the information supplied has for the 3rd year under the 

head salary of Principal and Faculry Members, other technical staff 

Lab assistant and Hospital staff shown Total expenditure in thousands 

Rs. 22.008- 00( Rs. 19.233 +2.775=00). The estimated information 

for the fourth year when the number of students would be -100 is not 

available presumably because Islamic Studies Centre Case stipulates 

~h~xe~~bz:,m;;"e\will ;:~ i~ ce :~\re~:;~ 
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Be whatever if may. on the aforesaid amount cost per student 300 

s/udents in the 3rd year works out to Rs. 73.360=00. 

To above said amount per studenl per annum. in 1he opinion of 

the Committee reasonable expenditure for administrative 

expenses and allowance. compensation or return by whatever 

name called or described on investment made or required to be 

made on building, equipment, farniture. library, vehicle should 

be added. In the un.animous opinion of the Committee such 

amount i.e. R5. 56.640 00 should be added so that the total 

works out 10 Rs. 1,30.000=00 per student per annum as tution 

fee. The fee shall be applicable from the beginning of 

academic session 2005-06. The college shall make suitable 

adjustments of excess! difference realized. 

1../. The committee has given its most anxious and though(ful consideration 

to the ma//er and having done so does not approve Rs. 2.44,000=00 

proposed as tution fee structure by the college and instead fixes 

Rs.J.30.000=00 (Rs. One Lac Thirty Thousand Only) per year per 

student as an ideal and reasonable tutionfees structure.for the college. 

15. Coming next to the other miscellaneous fees charged by the college the 

same are fixed ' approved by the committee as detailed below:-

(i) R5. 10.000=00 (Ten thousand only) caution money deposit. one 

lime. 

(ii) Rs. 2.000=00(l'wo thousand only) Hosle! deposit, one lime. 

(iii) R5. 1.000=00 (One thousand only) S,udent Apron & un(form. 

one time. 

(iv) Rs.2.000=00 (Two thousand only) Dental Kit !st year. 

(v) R5. 3.000=00 ( Three thousand only) Dental Kil II nd year. 

(vi) Rs. 30.000=00 (Fhirty thousand only) Hostal rent and mess 

charges yearly. 

(vii) Universify enrollment, examination fee, sports fee as per 

actuals. 

(viii) Transportation Rs. 6,000~00 (.(Jix thousand only) per year. 

(ix) ~)~:::;.Medica~l lnsuri! ~ 50 .00 ( ~ ~~dredfiftyonly 
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(x) Prospectus Rs. 250=00 (Two hundredfifry only) one time. 

The college shall make suitable adjustment of excessldif.ferenco 

realized. 

J 6. This brings us to the question for how much time the fees fixed by the 

Committee shall remain in force. Islamic studies centre case hel.d that 

fees Fixed by the commiuee shall remain in force for three years and 

thereafter would be revisable. The seven Judges bench in JXlra 26 and 

27 in Inamdar case (reproduced below) 

Reference for constituting a Bench of a coram higher than constitutional 

Bench 

(26) These matters have been directed to be placed for hearing 

before a Bench of seven Judges under orders of the Chief 

Justice of India pursuant to Order dated July 1 5. 2004 in PA 

[namadar and Ors V State of Maharashtra and Ors. (2004)8 

SCC 139 and order dated July 29, 200./ in Pushpagiri Medical 

Society v. State of Kera/a and Ors.,(200./) 8 SCC 135 The 

aggrieved person before us are again class(fiable in one class. 

that is. unaided minority and non-minority institutions 

imparting professional education. The issues arising for 

decision before us are only three: 

(i) the fixation of ·quota· of admissions students in respect 

o.f unaided professional institutions; 

(ii) the holding of examinations for admissions to such 

colleges. that is. who will hol.d the entrance tests: and 

(iii) the fee structure. 

The questions spelled out by Orders of Reference 

(27) In the light of:wo orders of reference. referred 10 herein above, 

we propose to confine our discussion to the questions set out 

hereunder which according to us. arise for decision:-

(J)To what extent the State can regulate the admissions made 

by unaided ( minority or non-minority) educational 

institutions? Can the state enf'f\e its policy of reservat'on and 

Q~,o ~~o "k;vv, ~\; ,. \ \ 
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I or appropriate to itself any quota in admissions to such 

institutions? 

(2)Whether unaided ( minority and non-minority) educational 

institutions are free to devise their own admission procedure or 

whether direction made in Islamic Academy for compulsorily 

holding entrance test by State or admission in such institutions. 

can be sus1ained in light of the law laid down in Pai 

Foundation? 

(3)Whether Islamic Academy could have issued guidelines in 

the matter of regulating the fee payable by students 10 the 

educational institutions? 

(4)Can the admission procedure and fee structure be regulated 

or 1aken over by the committees ordered to be constituted by 

Islamic Academy? 

A,j;er setling our rhe 1hree issues involved in pura (26) formulated.four 

questions as aforesaid in para (27). 

Answer to question No.(3) reproduced above. in JXl.ra 138 of the 

judgment where the court says ·• Our answer to question no. (3) is that every 

instilution is free to devise it own Jee structure but the same can be regulated 

in the interest of preventing profiteering. No capitation Jee can be charged. 

In para 151 o_jjudgment Hon 'ble Supreme Court Seven Judge Bench 

has said " The Law, as laid down in the judgment shall be given effect to.from 

the academic year commencing next after pronouncement of this judgment. " 

17. Having regard ro the foregoing the commiflee directs that fees fixed by 

this report shall remain in force in accordance with law. 

4. Committee although has made the order applicable from academi<? session 

2005-06 yet declined to say that the same shall be in force there from for three 

years, instead considering the Supreme Court Seven Judges bench' judgment 

has ordered that the fee fixed shall remain in force in accordance with law. It 

appears that the committee has passed its order in the academic session 2005-

06 therefore was of the view that the same shall be in force for three years 

from 2006-07 that means the committee has directed the fee to be remain in 

()\v.r,I /,)~ ..,._~\O ~\» 

force for sessions 2~0-07, 2007-08 ~2008-09. 
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(C) Rungta College of Dental Science and Research • Bhilai.:

Committee in its order after giving sound reasons has disallowed interest, 

depreciations claimed by the institutions and has virtually laid that interest and 

depreciation cannot be taken into consideration for fixation of fee. Leamed 

Committee although appreciated the plans and infrastructure to be planned , 

more than the prescribed norms ibut refused to encourage the same stating that 

the burden of the same cannot be passed on to the students. The Committee 

has fixed the fee Yide para I 9 and 22 of its order and the same are reproduced 

herein below: 

19. The college towards salaries in the information supplied has 

fi>r the 3"1 year i.e.2007..()8 for Principal and Faculty Members and other 

technical staff as per para 8 of the proposal shown to/a/ expenditure in 

thousands of Rs. 29. 7./8 36 when there would be in all 300 studen1s in the 

college. For the fourth year expenditure on this very account is shown at Rs. ( 

in 1housands) 34,531 - 27 when there would be four hundred students. 

Expenditure on this account in 2007..()8 divided by 300 students works 

ou1 Rs. 99. J 61 =00. 

Expenditure on this accounl in 2008-09 in fourth year divided by ./00 

students works out to Rs. 86,328=00 

To 1he above said amount per student per annum in the opinion of the 

committee reasonable expenditure for administration and allowance. 

compensation or return by whatever name called or described for investment 

need or require to be made on building. equipments .. furniture. library, vehicle 

should be added. In the unanimous opinion <?f the committee such amount 

should be added that total works out to Rs. 131000=00 per student per annum 

as tution fee i.e. in the calculation on the basis of expenditure for 2007-08 

Rs.31.839 00 or in the calcularion worked ou1 on the basis of year 2008-09 

Rs . ./-1.672- 00 should be added in either case the total working out Rs. 

1.31.000 00 tution.fee per student per annum. 

The Commirtee having given mos/ anxious and thoughtful 

consideration to the matter . therefore does not approve Rs. 2.79,000=00 

tu/ion .fee structure per student per annum and instead fixes Rs. l.31.000=00 

(Rs. One Lac Thirty one thousand only) per student per annum as tut ion fees. 

The fee shall beijlicab,t;he beginning of a · de ic session 2005-

C\ ~ /\o t\o 1/Jl," 
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2006. The College shall make suitable adjustment of excess/difference 

realized. 

22. Coming next to other miscellaneous fees charged by the college rhe 

same are fixediapproved by the commiuee as derailed below:-

(i} Rs. I 0. 000=00 ( Ten thousand only) caution money deposit. one rime. 

(ii} Rs. 2,000=00 (Two thousand only} Hostel deposit, one time. 

(iii) Rs. 1.000=00 ( One thousand only) student Apron & uniform. one 

rime. 

(iv) Rs. 2.000=00 (f'wo thousand only) Dental kit I year 

(v) Rs. 3.000- 00 (Ihree thousand only) Dental kit II year. 

(vi) Rs. 30.000=00 ( Thirry rhousand only) Hostel rent and mess charges 

yearly. 

(vii} Universiry enrollment examination fee. sports fee as per actual. 

(viii) Transportarion Rs. 6.000=00 (Six rhousand only) per year. 

(ix) Srudent Medical Insurance Rs. 150=00 (One hundred fifty only) 

yearly. 

(x) Prospectus Rs. 250=00(f'wo hundredfifryonly) one rime. 

The college shall make suitable adjustment of excess difference realized. 

23. 1his brings us to the question for how much time thejeesjixed by the 

Commitfee shall remain in.force. Islamic studies centre case held that fees 

.fixed by rhe commiltee shall remain in force for three years and 

thereafter would be revisable. The seven Judges bench in fXlra 26 and 27 in 

lnamdar case (reproduced below) 

Reference for constiruting a Bench of a coram higher than 

constitutional Bench 

26. These mauers have been directed to be placed.for hearing before a 

Bench of seven Judges under orders of the Chief .Justice ·of India 

pursuant to Order dated July 15. 2004 in PA Inamadar and Ors V 

Stare o.f Maharashtra and Ors. (2004)8 SCC 139 and order dated July 

29. 2004 in PushfXlgiri Medical Society v. State of Kera/a and 

Ors.,(2004) 8 SCC I 35. The aggrieved person before us are again 

classifiable in one class. that is, unaided minoriry and non-minoriry 

institutions imfXlrling pro.fessional education. The issues arising for 

decision before~ re .!fP:-three.~ A • \ L,,t,. 
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(i) the fixation of ·quota · of admissions! students in respect 

of unaided professional institutions: 

(ii) the holding of examinations for admissions to such 

colleges. that is. who will hold the entrance tests: and 

(iii) the fee structure. 

The questions spelled out by Orders of Reference 

27 In the ligh1 of two orders of reference. referred to herein above. 

we propose to confine our discussion to the questions set ow 

hereunder which according to us . arise for decision:-

(] )To what extent the State can regulate the admissions made 

by unaided ( minority or non-minority) educational 

institutions? Can the state enforce its policy of reservation and 

I or appropriate to itself any quota in admissions to such 

institutions? 

(2)Whether unaided ( minority and non-minority) educational 

institutions are free to devise their own admission procedure or 

whether direction made in Islamic Academy for compulsorily 

holding entrance test by State or admission in such institutions, 

can he sustained in light of the law laid down in Pai 

Foundation? 

(3)Whether Islamic Academy could have issued guidelines in 

the mauer of regulating the fee payable by students to the 

educational institutions? 

(.J)Can the admission procedure and fee structure be regulated 

or taken over by the commiflees ordered to be constituted by 

Islamic Academy? 

after setting out the three issues involved in para (26) 

formulated four questions as aforesaid in para (27). 

Answer to question No.(3) reproduced above. in para 138 of the 

judgment where the court says ·' Our answer to question no. (3) is that 

eve,y institution is free to devise ii own fee structure but the same can 

be regulated in the interest of pre~ nting profiteering. 

Jee can be charged.d <l.~i~\1> ~}# 
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In para 151 of Judgment Hon ble Supreme Court Seven Judge Bench 

has said " The Law. as laid down in the judgment shall be given effect 

to ji·om the academic year commencing next after pronouncement ~l 

this judgment. ' ' 

24. Having regard to the.foregoing the commiffee directs that fees 

fixed by this report shall remain in force in accordance with law. 

5. Committee although has made the order applicable from academic session 

2005-06 after due consideration of expenditure made by the institutuin in the 

academic session 2007-08 and 2008-09 yet declined to say that the same shall 

be in force for three years commencing from 2005-06 , instead considering the 

Supreme Court Seven Judges bench' judgment has ordered that the fee fixed 

shall remain in force in accordance \\~th law. It appears that the committee 

has passed its order in the academic session 2005-06 and was of the view that 

the same shall be in force for three years from 2006-07 that means the 

committee has directed the fee to be remam in force for sessions 2006-07, 

2007-08 and 2008-09. 

6. Hon'ble the Apex court( Seven Judges Bench) while passing its judgment in 

PA Inamdar Vs. State of Maharashtra (2005AIR SCW 3923) in para 152 has 

made its observation that Needless , to say. any decision taken by such 

commiuee. and by Central or the State Government. shall be open to judicial 

review in accordance with the selfled parameters for the exercise of such 

jurisdiction. 

7. None from the side of State or from the side of above institutions apprise us 

that under judicial review orders as aforesaid have been turned down or have 

been modified therefore aforesaid orders so far as above institutions are 

concerned have reached to its finality. 

8. From aforesaid discussions we are required to consider the fee fixation of 

CG Dental College Sundra, Rajnandgaon for the academic sessions 2010-11 , 

201 l-12 and 2012-13 of Maitri College of Dentistry and Research Anjora, 

Durg for the academic sessions 2009-10. 2010-ll and 2011-12 and of Rungta 

College of Dental Sciences and Research, Bhilai for the academic sessions 

2009-2010, 2010-11 and 20! l-!2, and of rest of the two institutions i.e. New 

Horizon Dental College & Research Institute , Sakari, Bi aspur and Treveni 

C'l.~v'" tt~0· ~,It;:., ,.,v 

9
 



Institute of Dental Sciences , Hospital & research Centre ,Bodri, Bilaspur we 

are required to consider the matter of fixation of fee for academic sessions 

2008-09, 2009-10 and 2010-1 l. 

9. In Islamic Academy of Education vs. State ofKamataka1
• Hon'ble the Apex 

Court in para 154 and para 198 has observed as below: 

154. The fee structure, thus, in relation to each and every college 

must be determined separately keeping in view several factors, 

including facilities available. infrastructure made available, the age of 

the institution, investment made, future plan for expansion and 

betterment of the educational standard etc. The case of each institution 

in this behalf is required to be considered by an appropriate committee. 

For the said purpose, even the books of accounts maintained by the 

institution may have to be looked into. Whatever is determined by the 

Committee by way of fee structure having regard to relevant factors, 

some of which are enumerated herein before, the management of the 

institution would not be entitled to charge anything more. 

198. Thirdly, to ensure high standard of education and for that 

purpose to ensure admission to the most eligible candidates, requiring 

merit in a poor country like ours, the tuition and other fees should be 

within the reach of common people. 

JO. Following observations made by Hon'ble the Apex Court while rendering 

judgment in TM.A PAI FOUNDATION v. STATE OF KARNATAK.A2, are 

also guiding factors for fixation of fee structure: 

56. .. ......................... Different courses of study are 

usually taught by teachers who have to be recruited as per 

qualifications that may be prescribed. It is no secret that better 

working conditions will attract better teachers. More amenities will 

ensure that better students seek admission to that institution. One 

cannot lose sight of the fact that providing good amenities to the 

students m the form of competent teaching tty and other 

1 (2003) 6 sec 697 
2 (2002) 8 sec 48 I 
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57. We, however, wish to emphasize one point, and that is that in 

as much as the occupation of education is, in a sense. regarded as 

charitable. the Government can provide regulations that will ensure 

excellence in education, while forbidding the charging of capitation fee 

and profiteering by the institution . Since the object of setting up an 

educational institution is by definition "charitable .. , it is clear that an 

educational institution cannot charge such a fee as is not required for 

the purpose of fulfilling that object. To put it differently, in the 

establishment of an educational institution, the object should not be to 

make profit, in as much as education is essentially charitable in nature. 

There can however be a reasonable revenue surplus, which may be 

generated by the educational institution for the purpose of development 

of education and expansion of the institution. 

11 . We cannot ignore observation made by Hon' ble Apex Court (Seven Judges 

Bench) inP A lnamdar case (Supra) in para 92 reproduced below:-

92. Education accepted as a useful activitv, whether for charitv or 

for profit, is an occupation. Nevertheless . it does not cease to be a 

service to the societv And even though an occupation, it cannot be 

equated to a trade or a business. 

I 2. Section 9 of the Act prescribes factors required to be considered for fixation of 

fee and those factors are as below: 

1. the location of the private unaided professional 

educational institution: 

2. the nature of the professional course; 

3. the cost of land and building: 

4. the available infrastructure, teaching , non-teaching staff 

and equipments: 

5. the expenditure on administration and maintenance; 

6. a reasonable surplus required for growth and 

development of the professional institution; 

7. any other relevant factor. 

I 3. Thus it is clear that for final fixation of fee structure not only factors ~ 

P'"~~:, :« ~i' M\ req~red ~t ~;••red bot ruso ~ (\JV 
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are required to made effective the observations of Hon 'ble the Apex Court. 

Having considered so the Committee called information in format prescribed 

by it from all institution. Information furnished by institutions have been 

perused and considered. Committee also visited those institutions for proper 

assessment and also allowed all those institutions opportunity of hearings. 

14. On 27-10-2010. Committee heard all those institutions in person. 

Representatives of those institutions have stated that since 2008-09, term of 

BOS course has been modified and now the course has been made of five 

years. They themselves haYe not fixed any fees but they are continuing to 

charge fee as fixed by Justice Jha Committee or as directed by the Govt. 

Pressure from all comers for payment of scale to faculty members in 

accordance with 61
h pay commission is there and prices of all commodities 

haYe been raised to a large extent therefore for viability of institutions it is 

necessary that existing fees should be increased Earlier the Committee did 

not make any provision for referred batch therefore provision should be made 

for the same. They further submit that for development of institutions they are 

constrained to incur heavy amounts towards misc. expenses. They also 

proposed their fee to be fixed as below:-

(i) CG Dental College & Research Institute:

From Oct .09 Rs. 1,75,000/- and from Oct. 10 

Rs. 1,90,000/-

(ii) Rungta CDSR Bhilai from 2008-09 Rs. 

2,33,600/-

(iii) Maitri CDRC Anjora from 2008-09 

Rs.1,78,150/-

(iv) New Horizon Dental college & Research 

institute , Sakri. Bilaspur For 2008-09 Rs. 

1,65,000/- and from 2010-11 Rs. 1.95.000/-

(v) Triveni Institute of Dental Science , Hospital 

& Research Centre ,Bodri, Bilaspur. From 

2008-09 Rs. 1,88,000/-. 

15. Final fees structure per year 2010 to 2013 as fixed by AFRC MP nm in ~ . 

between Rs.132, 000/- to 1,67,800/- Out ofl3 institutes fees of9 institutes as ~ _. ~)'v. 
fic;::d;:: 1;1:~~: '~r' MP be~"~~t: M oiffi"g state ~ 
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of ours we are also taking into consideration their fees structure so as to keep 

proximity in fees structure of both the states and also to avoid migration 

tendency of students from one state to other. 

16. People of Chhattisgarh are not rich. earlier per capita income in Chhattisgarh 

in the year 2000-01 was Rs. 10,985/- in the year 2007-08 it was Rs. 24,733/

it has now been claimed that the same has now been increased. This is 

sufficient to consider the plight of most of our pupils. 

17. According to Chhattisgarh Pay revision Rules 2009, salary of state Govt. 

employees have been revised and the said Rules is also applicable to Medical 

teachers. It is not out of place to mention that Private institutions affiliated to 

Uni ,ersity are also required to pay the same scale to their Medical teachers. 

Implementation of revised. pay and allowances .certainly will increase 

financial burden on the institutions. 

18. We are of the considered view that follo"fog are the prominent heads, against 

which expenditure incurred by the institutions should be born by the student in 

the shape of tution fees. 

Prominent Heads. 

I. Teaching staff expenditure. 

2. Non-teaching staff expenditure. 

3. Electricity expenditure. 

4. Printing & Stationary expenditure. 

5. Office expenditure. 

6. Operating &Administrative expenditure. 

7. Lab. Consumable Exp. 

8. Repairing & Maintenance. 

9. Travel & Conveyance. 

10. Sports. 

l I. NSS. 

12. Telephone 

13. College & Canteen Exp. 

14. Processing fees 

15. Insurance 

16. ::~O)aftOUreir::~
9 
l/\ .A ~v ;}V 

\.., ~ /· \ ~ (.f5s Y\ ,M.. Gv" . \ . \ ,. . 

\'\ 

\ ' ,<\../ 

13
 



19. Institutions have furnished their expenditure statements, we have gone 

through the same and also discussed the same at appropriate place, but after 

due consideration we find it unacceptable to support proposed exorbitant 

increase. 

20. It is well known feature that for attracting good faculty, higher salary and 

better amenities are the basic elements these days. Prices, not only of daily 

needs but also of other amenities have been increased beyond our 

expectations. For quality education various factors plays their role, some of 

them are good faculty. better amenities, better infrastructure, educational 

atmosphere etc. Dental Chairs and consumable are very costly even time to 

time latest models haYing various new features are introduced in the field and 

institutions are required to have latest models also so as to increase the 

aptitude of students. Therefore considering all these factors, contentions of 

institutions, all facts as mentioned above, ground reality and without ignoring 

the pocket capacity of students to pay the fee for quality professional 

education we are fixing yearly payable consolidated fee comprising tution fee 

and other fees, including growth and development charges.(excluding charges 

for users facilities, prescribed fees payable to Uni\'ersity and prescribed fees 

payable to public Authority by students). 

21 . Methodology applied for fixation of fees:-

Whether a candidate studies in an institute situated at 

Bhilai, or situated in other places of Chhattisgarh, he after 

completion of the course will be awarded with BDS degree 

from university of Chhattisgarh . only difference may be of his 

talent and aptitude, therefore so far as educational part is 

concerned fees for teaching, all the institutions deserves to be 

placed at par and are entitled for identical fees but so far as 

development of talent and aptitude is concerned it is the 

institution which by providing educational atmosphere and 

other suitable facilities/ amenities gradually develop ability and 

smartness in students therefore institutions are entitled for 

additional reasonable incentive amount so as to enable them to 

maintain the educational atmosphe 

~e. / (,';;~~ 
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Justice Jha Committee fixed fee effective from 

academic session 2005-06 for CG Dental college Rs. l,25,000/

, For Maitri College of Dentistry Rs.1,30,000/- and for Rungta 

College of Dental science Rs. 1,31,000/-. No specific reason 

appears for such different fixation, therefore for revision or to 

say fixation of fees we notionally take average of those amount 

which comes to Rs. 1,28,666.66 rounded off Rs.1,29,000/- as 

just and reasonable fee in the academic session 2005-06 for 

Dental colleges. 

Fees for 2008-09, 2009-10 and 2010-11 for New 

Ho1izon Dental College & Research Institute , Village 

Sakri, Distt. Bilaspur. 

Member (Finance) who is CA after taking into 

consideration appropriate heads worked out expenditure per 

student per year on the basis of audit report as on 31-3-09 Rs. 

1.08 lac and after allowing I 0% depreciation Rs. 1.19 Lac. 

As per ir1stitute's proposal during hearing the proposal 

was Rs. 1,65,000/- and Rs 1,95,000/-

After giving most anxious and thoughtful consideration 

to the matter we allow 10% increase to the notional amount i.e. 

Rs. 1.29,000/- we also allow allow growth and development 

expenses Rs. 5,000/- and on visit we found the institute to be 

good therefore we further allow Rs. 2000/- towards incentive 

amount, plus medical insurance, prospectus and other misc. 

charges Rs.2,100/- total comes to Rs. 1,51,00/-, accordingly 

disallowing the proposal of the institution we fix per student 

per year Rs.1.51 ,000/- fees other than charges fixed by us under 

later part of this resolution. 

Fees for 2008-09, 2009-10 and 2010-11 for T,iveni 

Institute of Dental science, Hospital & Research Centre, 

Village Bodri, Distt. Bilaspur. 

Member (Finance) who is CA af1er taking into 
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student per year on the basis of audit report as on 31-3-09 Rs. 

1.3 l lac and after allowing I 0% depreciation Rs. 1.45 Lac. 

As per institute's proposal during hearing the proposal 

was Rs. 1,88,000/-

After giving most anxious and thoughtful consideration 

to the matter we allow 10% increase to the notional amount i.e. 

Rs. 1,29,000/- we also allow allow growth and development 

expenses Rs. 5,000/- and on visit we found the institute to be 

good therefore we further allow Rs. 2000/- towards incentive 

amount, plus medical insurance, prospectus and other misc. 

charges Rs.2,100/- total comes to Rs. 1,51,000/-, accordingly 

disallowing the proposal of the institution for which we did not 

find justifiable reasons we fix per student per year 

Rs. l ,5 I ,000/- fees other than charges fixed by us under later 

part of this resolution. 

Fees for 2009-10,2010-lland 2011-12 for Maitri 

College of Dentistry and Research Centre Village Anjora, 

Distt. Durg. 

Member (Finance) who is CA after taking into 

consideration appropriate heads worked out expenditure per 

student per year on the basis of un-audited expenditure, details 

given by the institute as on 31-3-09 Rs.0.83 lac and after 

allowing 10% depreciation Rs. 0.91 Lac. 

As per institute's proposal during hearing the proposal 

from institute was Rs.1,95,000/- for the session 2008-09 and 

Rs. 2,40,000/- from 2010-11 onwards, including development 

charges , caution money and other misc. expenses. 

After giving most anxious and thoughtful consideration 

to the matter we allow 15% increase to the notional amount i.e. 

Rs. 1,29,000/- we also allow allow growth and development 

expenses Rs. 5,000/- and on visit we found the institute to be 

good therefore we further allow Rs. 2000/- towards incentive 

amount, plus medical insurance, prospectus and other misc. 

charges Rs. 2,100/- total comes to Rs. 1,57,,450/- rounded off ~ ~/,',,:"~~· \Jr~: I• ~ . 
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Rs.1,57 ,500/- accordingly disallowing the proposal of the 

institution for which we did not find justifiable reasons, we fix 

per student per year Rs. 1 ,5 7 ,500/- fees other than charges fixed 

by us under later part of this resolution. 

We further resolve that fee, other charges and various 

directions for the session 2008-09 shall be the same as was 

applicable to the institute in the session 2007-08. 

Fees for 2009-10,2010-lland 20ll-12 for Rungta 

College of Dental Science & Research , Bhilai, Distt. Durg. 

Member (Finance) who is CA after taking into 

consideration appropriate heads worked out expenditure per 

student per year on the basis of un-audited expenditure details 

given by the institute as on 31-3-09 Rs. l.52 lac and after 

allO\\~ng 10% depreciation Rs. l.68. Un audited figures have 

no substantial value even otherwise other old institutes i.e. 

Maitri College have shown expenditure of teaching staff Rs. 

233.99 lac and CG Dental College has shown expenditure of 

teaching staff Rs,241.54 Lac whereas Rungta college has 

shown its expenditure on this count Rs. 341.21 i.e. around 

l 00.00 Lac more than the expenditure of other institutes, 

therefore the details furnished by Rungta college cannot be 

accepted to be correct. If reasonable expenditure on this count 

is taken to be Rs. 241.21 the expenditure per student per year 

without depreciation comes to Rs.1.19 Lac and after allowing 

l 0% depreciation the amount comes to Rs. l.30 Lac. If any 

institute ignoring the salary structure of prescribed authority 

and neighbouring institutes, on its sweet will pays more and 

more to faculty members for reasons best known to them, the 

burden of such expenses cannot be passed on to the students of 

the institute through the fees, as the institute is not a 

commercial concern. 

As per institutes proposal during hearing the proposal 

from institute was Rs.2,33,600/-, including development 

charges,_and othe~r misc. \~se . 

' / _\ () ~~\'> 
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After giving most anxious and thoughtful consideration 

to the matter we allow 15% increase to the notional amount i.e. 

Rs. 129000/- we also allow growth and development expenses 

Rs. 5,000/- and on visit we found the institute to be Very good 

therefore we further allow Rs. 7000/- towards incentive 

amount, plus medical insurance, prospectus and other misc. 

charges Rs. 2,100/- total comes to Rs. 1,62,450/- rounded off 

Rs.1,62,500/- accordingly disallowing the proposal of the 

institution for which we did not find justifiable reasons we fix 

per student per year Rs.1,62,500/- fees other than charges fixed 

by us under later part of this resolution. 

We further resolve that fee. other charges and various 

directions for the session 2008-09 shall be the same as was 

applicable to the institute in the session 2007-08. 

Fees for 2010-11,2011-12 and 2012-13 for 

Chhattisgarh Dental College & Research lnstitute,Village 

Sundara, Distt. Rajnandgaon. 

Member (Finance) who is CA after taking into 

consideration appropriate heads, worked out expenditure per 

student per year on the basis of un-audited expenditure details 

given by the institute as on 31 -3-09 although un-audited figures 

have no substantial value yet from those figures the expenditure 

per student per year comes to Rs.1.12 lac and after allowing 

I 0% depreciation Rs. I .23 Lac. 

As per institutes proposal during hearing was 

Rs.1 ,75,000/- from Oct.09 and Rs. 1,90,000/- from Oct. 20 IO 

including development charges, and other misc. expenses. 

After giving most anxious and thoughtful consideration 

to the matter we allow 20% increase to the notional amount i.e. 

Rs. 129000/- we also allow growth and development expenses 

Rs. 5,000/- and on visit we found the institute to be Very good 

therefore we further allow Rs. 7000/- towards incentive 

amount, plus medical insurance, prospectus and other misc. 

~v\1' A~t~b Q /\.~o \ - / 
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charges Rs. 2, I 00/- total comes to Rs. 1,68,900/- accordingly 

disallowing the proposal of the institution for which we did not 

find justifiable reasons we fix per student per year 

Rs.1,68,900/- fees other than charges fixed by us under later 

part of this resolution 

We further resolve that fee. other charges and various 

directions for the session 2008-09 and 2009-10 shall be the 

same as was applicable to the institute in the session 2007-08. 

For referred batch student earlier no provisions have 

been made, during the course of oral hearing unanimously all 

the institutions have proposed Rs. 15,000/- per student per 

subject. DCI vide notification dated 25-7-07 published in 

Gazette of India dated 10 September 2007 has made a provision 

that Any candidate who fails in one subject in an Examination 

is permitted to go to next higher class and appear for the 

subject and complete it successfully before he is permitted to 

appear for the next higher examination , considering this 

provision it is necessary that institutions should be allowed to 

charge fee from such referred student for concerned subject so 

as to allow him all facilities for studying the said subject in the 

institution. Having considered the nature of course and BDC 

norms we do not find any wrong in the aforesaid demand and 

also the proposed fee does not appear to be unreasonable or 

excessive therefore we allow the same. 

Justice Jha Committee while allowing other charges to 

be realized by institutions does not kept those charges for all 

institutions one and the same, we are of the opinion that other 

charges like caution money , Hostel deposit, Hostel charges, 

Students apron and uniform , Dental Kit and transportation 

charges a reasonable ceiling should be fixed so that institutions 

should not realize more than that from the student. We after 

due consideration fix upper~ as below:-

C\~ \ -6 /1.M~\"~1> ,\ ~\J,''>-'v \\ ~ 
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Charges under Ceiling limit with fm"ther direction 

Caution money Rs. 10,000/- one time deposit , refundable on completion of 

the course or on leaving the institution, alongwith 3% annual 

simple interest. 

Rs.3,000/- one time deposit , refundable on leaving the 
Hostel deposit( 

institution alongwith 3% annual simple interest. 
Applicable to those 

who avails the Hostel 

facility) 

Rs. 2000/-pere set 
Apron & Uniform 

(Optional) 

Rs. 3000/-
Dental Kit for I" year 

(optional) 

Dental Kit for 211<! 
Rs.4000/-

year( optional) 

Rs. 8000/-
Transportation 

(Optional) 
-

Rs.8,000/-
Hostel ( optional) 

22. The fee calculated as above, is also in proximity with the fees fixed by our 

parent state. In our considered opinion the fee as calculated above is 

just.rational and sufficient enough to enable them to impart better education 

and to provide better amenities to the students, therefore we are pleased to fix 

and announce the same and accordingly we announce the fee structure as 

indicated in the schedule. 

23. Charges for facilities like Mess, can be collected from users on no profit no 

loss basis. Fees prescribed by the University payable by the student shall be 

collected from student and shall be remitted to the University as per their 

directions. Fees prescribed by other authority payable by the candidate shall ~ . 

&v;::i~'''K:;:,":··~·r:; ~ ~v 
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fee are allowed to be charged for any other reason by institutions, and if 

charged or collected shall be presumed as charging capitation fee and 

profiteering. 

24. Student admitted in a particular academic session shall pay the same fee which 

was payable by him at the time of admission during their entire course 

tenure.of five years. 

25. Refund of fees on cancellation of admissions:-

Following observations made by Hon' ble the Apex Court in TMA 

PAI FOUNDATION (Supra) is a guiding factor for considering refund of 

Fees. 

"Since the object of setting up an educational institution is by 

definition "Charitable" , it is clear that an educational institution cannot charge 

such a fee as is not required for the purpose of fulfilling that object. To put it 

differently, in the establishment of an educational institution, the object should 

not be to make profit, in as much as education is essentially charitable in 

nature .. , 

"The Act 2008" empowers the Admission and Fee Regulatory 

Committee, the work of supervision and guidance of admission process and 

for the fixation of fee to be charged from candidates seeking admissions in a 

private professional institution. The ''Act" further empowers the Committee 

to enquire matters relating to collecting of capitation fee or fee in excess of fee 

determined or profiteering by an institution and to pass appropriate 

recommendations and declarations. From provisions as contained in the "Act" 

it is manifest that collecting of capitation fee or profiteering has been 

prohibited by the legislation. 

In charity , there is no role of profit, loss, forfeiture , confiscation or 

penalty. The occupation of education is , in a sence regarded as charitable, as 

observed by Hon'ble the Apex court in TMA PAI Case therefore so far as 

collection of fees is concerned, cancellation of admissions or nonfulfillment 

of seats, have no bearing in this regard. There is no legislation empowering 

Private Professional Institutions to impose penalty or to forfeit any amount 

deposited by the student or to confiscate the advance fees or fees pa.id by the 

student. Fees fixed by the committee for a year means the fees has been fixed 

\:JV'/ '0."Y\\O b • 
fi~or tw~'.:, mo th~s. The:;;: as yascertained~and fixed by the Committee has ~ 
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been fixed for students who are admitted and who pursue their studies further, 

and the fees is applicable only for that period for which a student actually 

continues his studies. If any student does not want to continue his studies any 

more and got his admissions cancelled , institution is bound to return the fee 

for the period which falls after cancellation of the admission. 

26. "Acf' directs that the Committee shall ensure that the admission in an institute 

is done in a fair and transparent manner. The responsibility to enquire the 

complaints regarding collecting of capitation fee or profiteering has also been 

put on the solder of the committee. 

In the above discussed scenario it is rational to issue following 

directions and orders to prevent commercialization and profiteering of 

Medical professional education and also to remove the hardship faced by 

students who quit the institution in the mid stream or after completion of the 

course:-

(i). In the event of a student withdrawing the course whether before the 

starting of the course or after the start of the course the fees collected from 

him after making following deductions should be refunded and returned to 

the student. 

(a) Before the start of the course if candidate withdraws the course only 

processing fee (if any) shall be deducted and remaining amount 

should be refunded and returned to the candidate within a fortnight 

else candidate shall be entitle for refund alongwith interest @ I 0% 

p.a .. 

(b) After the start of the course if candidate withdraws the course 

,proportionate deduction of monthly fees and proportionate deduction 

of other charges/fees like hostel fees, transportation charges etc shall 

be made and remaining amount should be refunded and returned to the 

student \\~thin a fortnight else student shall be entitle for refund 

alongwith interest @ 10% p.a .. . 

(ii) In no circumstances Institutions except School./ Institution leaving Certificate 

, Migration Certificate (in cases where it is necessary) and other certificates 

legally required to be deposited at the time of admission, should obtain 

original testimonials and other certificates from a candidate seeking adlllission ~ • 

h~~:;i~:• ,&ifiod oopy of ilioso dorum~s '1 t~: ,~ ~ \/ 
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time of admissions or thereafter. As and when a student withdraw the course 

the Institution should issue Institution Leaving Certificate and shall 

immediately deliver the same to the student. 

(iii) Any violation of the above directions shall be viewed seriously and shall call 

for punitive action in accordance with the provisions contained in the "Act" 

and other legal provisions of Law. 

27. Fine/ penalty imposed by institutions :- Unless under any law power to 

impose fine or penalty has been prescribed , institutions are not empowered to 

impose the same. DTC/University has already prescribe percentage of 

attendance for appearing in the examination, therefore if any student remains 

absent and does not fulfil the required attendance he himself will suffer the 

consequences, therefore for absence neither fine nor penalty can be imposed 

by the institutions. 

28. Collecting of capitation fee or fee in excess of fees fixed by the Committee or 

fees and charges not herein above mentioned or profiteering by any institution 

are prohibited therefore violation thereof shall be subject to legal action 

against the concerned institution. If fees or any amount refundable/payable to 

any student is detained by the institute, that may amount to profiteering. 

29. Growth and development charges and surplus (if any) shall be utilized only 

towards growth and development of the same institution and would not be 

diverted or used for any other institution or work. 

30. The consolidated fee fixed by the committee is the maximum fee chargeable 

by the institution. The institution if it thinks desirable or necessary would be 

at liberty to charge any lesser fee. 

31. In case of delay in payment of fee , late fee shall not exceed Rs. 25.00 ( Rs. 

Twenty five) per day, subject to action as per university rules. 

32. Difference of fees shall be payable as the case may be by students/nstitutions. 

Institutions may in their discretion also waive difference of fees likely to be 

recovered from student. ~ 
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S C H E D U LE ( FEE FOR B.D.S. COURSE) 

S.No. Name of the institution Academic sessions Total fees( 

inclusive of 

Growth and 

Development 

charges and all 

other misc. fees 

per year ) Rs. 

I New Horizon Dental College & 2008-09 J009- l O 1,51 ,000/ -

Research Institute, Sakr i, Dist. and 2010-11 

Bilaspur 

2. Triveni Institute of Dental 2008-09 .2009-10 1,51 ,000/ -

Science , Hospital & Research and 2010-11 

Centre, Bodri, Dist. Bilaspur 

3. Maitr i College of Dentistry and 2009-IOJOIO-ll 1,57,500/-

Research Centre, Anjora Dist. and 2011-12 

Durg. 

4 . Rungtc College of Dental 2009-10,2010-11 1,62,500/-

Science and Research , Bhilai, and 2011-12 

Dist Durg 

5. Chhattisgarh Dental College and 2010-llJOll-12 1,68,900/-

Research Institute, Sundra, Dist. and 2012-13. 

Rajnandgaon. 

From academic session 2010-11 onwards till further d irection total fe.es for 

referred batch students sha ll be Rs. 15,000/- per student, per subject for whole of 

the relevant te~ ure. ~ ' ~ 
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