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students, these may have also  versity this week. and the public”. “The presi-
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edical, engg seats shouldn’t

be based on1test: SC to govt

‘Give 40% Weightage To Boards, 60% To Entrance Exam’

AmitAnand.Choudhary
@timesgroup.com

New Delhi: Considering the
enormous pressure students
face to crack entrance exams
for admission to medical and

engineering colleges, the Su- .

. preme Court asked the go-

: vernment on Friday to frame

: guidelines to do away with

i thepresentsystem of asingle

¢ testdeciding their future.

; Instead, 40% weightage
should begiven toresultsofthe
Board exams and 60% for per-

ams while shortlisting candi-
dates for admission to such co-
urses, the court said. “It is
wrong that the entire future of
astudent is decided by his/her
performance in the entrance
examination,” the court said,
addingthat “wecannotpassan
order on the issue and it is for
the governmenttoregulatethe
system and frame the policy”.
The bench of Justices A

< K Goel and U U Lalit also ex-

pressed concern over mush-
rooming of private coa-
chlng mstltutes for entran

to putin place a mechanism

_toregulate them.

The court was hearing a
PIL filed by CPM’s student :
wing SFI, asking the SC todi- :
rect regulation of such insti- :
tutes, which — according to :
the PIL — “exploit” students
and demand exorbitant fees.

Agreeing that commercia-
lisation of education must be
curbed, the SC, however, said
such institutes needed to be
regulated, but there couldn’t
be ablanket ban on them.
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[ centres should
be regulated

‘by government

pContinued fromP 1

dvocate Deepak Pra-
Akash, appearing for

A.SFI, contended that
the Centre should frame a
specific law to regulate the
Rs 40,000-crore private
coaching business. He said
such institutes should be
banned as the facilities
were being availed only by
rich students, putting the
poor ata disadvantage.

“Because of the hypecre-
ated by the aggressive ad-
vertising by the coaching
institutes, when a child re-
alises that he can’t make it
to the medical or engineer-
ing course, the guilt of
spending his/her father’s
hard-earned money oOn
coaching classesleads him/
her to commit suicide,” the
petition said.

However, the court ob-
served, “You cannotsay that
there should be no coaching
centres. We agree that
school education has got a
secondary status with
coaching centres mush-
rooming across the country.
But how can we regulate? It
needs to be regulated by the
government,” the bench
said.

Advocate Harvinder
Kaur Chowdhury, appear-
ing for the HRD ministry,
told the court that the issue
was under consideration
and the government was
committed to the welfare of
students. |

She told the bench thata
circular was issued by the
CBSE in 2014 banning
coaching institutes from
taking classes on school
premises. She said that the
RighttoEducation Act, 2009
also bars teachers from en-
gaginginprivate tuition.



