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1. exeCutive summary

The problem of female foeticide or sex selection in India is acute in India.1 The 
invention of technology i.e. ultrasonography for pre-natal sex determination 
in 1980s replaced intentional killing of infant girls with sex selective abortion 
of female foetuses.2 Since 1990s various studies recognised female infanticide 
as a serious problem with reduction of women in comparison to men. The 
collusion of technology and traditions caused missing of millions girls through 
female infanticide. 

Female foeticide is mostly committed with the participation of the medical 
professionals and the role of the Medical Council of India (MCI) and 
relevant State Medical Councils is critical for the effective implementation 
of the Preconception and Pre-Natal Diagnostic Techniques (Prohibition of 
Sex Selection) Act, 1994 (PC&PNDT Act). As per Section 23(2) of the 
PC&PNDT Act, the Appropriate Authorities (AAs) are required to report 
the name of medical practitioner/s against whom charge under the Act has 
been framed to respective State Medical Council for taking necessary action 
including suspension of the registration if the charges are framed by the court 
and till the case is disposed of, and on conviction for removal of his name 
from the registrar of the Council for a period of five years for the first offence 
and permanently for the subsequent offence. 

According to the National Crimes Record Bureau (NCRB), from 2002 to 
2012, the trials of 218 cases were completed resulting in conviction in 55 
cases and acquittal in 163 cases.3 However, the MCI was not known to have 
taken any action against any medical professional. On 4 June 2011, India’s 

1. Ibid

2.	 United	Nations	Population	Fund	(UNFPA)	Asia	and	Pacific	Regional	Office,	Sex	 Imbalances	at	Birth:	Current	
trends,	consequences,	and	policy	implications,	2012.

	 https://www.unfpa.org/sites/default/files/pub-pdf/Sex%20Imbalances%20at%20Birth.%20PDF%20UNFPA%20
APRO%20publication%202012.pdf	

3.	 Crime	in	India	reports	from	2002	to	2012	of	the	National	Crime	Records	Bureau	
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then Health Minister Ghulam Nabi Azad had stated: “The Medical Council 
of India should take cognizance of practice of illegal sex selection, determination 
and sex selective abortion and ensure that guidelines for accreditation of training 
and experience for medical practitioners are put in place quickly. MCI should also 
make sure that registration of medical professionals found guilty of violation under 
the PC&PNDT Act is suspended or cancelled immediately in accordance with the 
provisions of the Act”.4 

There are major problems in the implementation of the PC&PNDT Act 
especially by the medical professionals. Minister of State, Ministry of Health 
and Family Welfare, Smt. Anupriya Patel in Unstarred Question No. 1116 
answered 21 July 2017 informed the Lok Sabha that as per Quarterly Progress 
Reports (QPRs) ending March 2017, 416 convictions were secured under 
the PC&PNDT Act but only 114 medical licenses were cancelled/suspended. 
This shows that corollary action for cancellation or suspension of medical 
licenses of 302 medical professionals had not taken place despite conviction by 
the courts. Further, as per the QPRs 1,762 machines were sealed and seized 
for violations of the PC&PNDT Act and 2,371 court cases were pending as 
in March 2017. It is expected in many of the 2,371 cases charges have been 
framed but corollary action for suspension of medical licenses had not taken 
place after framing of charges.5

As per 2011 Census, 10 States registered worst CSR. These included Haryana 
(834), Punjab (846), Jammu & Kashmir (862), Delhi (871), Chandigarh 
(880), Rajasthan (888), Uttarakhand (890), Gujarat (890), Maharashtra 
(894) and Uttar Pradesh (902). Chandigarh despite low CSR of 880 had one 
pending case and no conviction reported as in March 2017. 

Among the 10 States with the worst CSR, with respect to taking actions 
against the medical professionals, Rajasthan registered the highest conviction 

4. See	http://pib.nic.in/newsite/erelease.aspx?relid=72517	

5.	 Written	 Statement	 of	Ms.	Anupriya	 Patel,	 Minister	 of	 State,	 Health	 and	 Family	Welfare	 in	 the	 Lok	 Sabha	
(Unstarred	Question	No.1116)	answered	on	21	July	2017	
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with 145, followed by Maharashtra (88), Haryana (69), Punjab (31), Tamil 
Nadu (18), Gujarat and Delhi (17 each), Uttar Pradesh (12), Bihar (6), Madhya 
Pradesh and Odisha (3 each), Telengana (2), and Assam, Chhattisgarh, 
Himachal Pradesh, Jammu & Kashmir and Uttarakhand (1 each). 

In terms of cancellation of licenses, Maharashtra topped with 69 cases, 
followed by Rajasthan (21), Haryana (14), and Gujarat (5), Punjab (1) and 
Uttar Pradesh (1). The remaining four among top 10 States with the worst 
CSR i.e. Bihar, Delhi, Jammu and Kashmir and Uttarakhand did not report 
any cancellation of doctor’s licenses. 

The States/UTs which registered no conviction included Andhra Pradesh, 
Arunachal Pradesh, Goa, Jharkhand, Karnataka, Kerala, Manipur, Meghalaya, 
Mizoram, Nagaland, Sikkim, Tripura, West Bengal, Andaman & Nicobar 
Island, Chandigarh, Dadra & Nagar Haveli, Daman & Diu, Lakswadeep, and 
Puducherry. Of these, some States have pending cases and some machines 
were sealed/seized. 

At present, the requirement of the Section 23(2) of the PC&PNDT Act that 
the Appropriate Authorities (AAs) will report the name of medical practitioner 
against whom charge has been framed to respective State Medical Council for 
taking necessary action including suspension of the registration if the charges 
are framed by the court and till the case is disposed of and on conviction for 
removal of his name from the registrar of the Council for a period of five years 
for the first offence and permanently for the subsequent offence is caught in 
the bureaucratic red-tape. There is an urgent need for addressing this systemic 
flaw by amending the PC&PNDT Rules to require the AAs to inform the 
Central Supervisory Board within four weeks of framing of charges and/or 
conviction of medical professionals which shall follow up with the MCI or 
State Medical Councils to ensure compliance with the Act.
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2. the state of female foetiCide in india

2.1 Female foeticide

Female infanticide6 was practiced by many patrilineal societies of every 
continent. The son preference over daughter had been rooted in various social 
norms of most patrilineal societies such as inheritance passing on to male 
offspring, male offspring providing economic support and security in old age 
and performing death rites. The policy of restricting the number of children 
a couple can have for population control in China only provided impetus 
for son preference while dowry7 system in South Asia made daughters an 
unaffordable economic burden always contributed to son preference. The 
increased pressure on smaller families to fulfil their wish for a son has also 
been contributing to female foeticide.8

The invention of technology i.e. ultrasonography for pre-natal sex determination 
in 1980s replaced intentional killing of infant girls with sex selective abortion 
of female foetuses.9 Since 1990s various studies recognised female infanticide 
as a serious problem with reduction of women in comparison to men.

The collusion of technology and traditions created monumental problem for 
the humanity with millions of missing girls through female infanticide. The 
United Nations in 2007 estimated that between 113 million and 200 million 
women are demographically “missing” across the globe10 and the number has 

6.	 Female	infanticide	legally	speaking	is	the	deliberate	killing	of	newborn	female	children.	UN	agencies	use	the	
term	“female	infanticide”	also	to	cover	sex-selective	abortion	i.e.	female	sfoeticide	and	the	same	is	applied	
in	this	report.	

7.	 Dowry	is	an	amount	of	property	or	money	to	be	mandatorily	paid	by	a	bride	to	her	husband	and	family	on	their	
marriage.

8.	 UNFPA	Viet	Nam,	 “When	 girls	 do	 not	 count	 as	much	 as	 boys”,	 21	 June	 2010,	 https://vietnam.unfpa.org/
public/pid/6392	

9.	 United	Nations	Population	Fund	(UNFPA)	Asia	and	Pacific	Regional	Office,	Sex	 Imbalances	at	Birth:	Current	
trends,	consequences,	and	policy	implications,	2012.

	 https://www.unfpa.org/sites/default/files/pub-pdf/Sex%20Imbalances%20at%20Birth.%20PDF%20UNFPA%20
APRO%20publication%202012.pdf	

10.	 “International	Women’s	Day	2007-Take	action	to	end	impunity	for	violence	against	women	and	girls”,	8	March	
2007.	http://www.un.org/events/women/iwd/2007/factsfigures.shtml	
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increased with more than 117 million women “missing” in Asia alone due to 
sex selective abortions as per latest report of the UNFPA.11 The Population 
Reference Bureau estimates that every year 1.5 million girls “are missing at 
birth”.12 

The biologically normal sex ratio at birth (SRB) varies from 102 to 106 males 
per 100 females.13 But the SRB has increased sharply in favour of boys due to sex 
selective abortions of female foetus due to son preference in the family. 

2.2 India’s acute problem of female foeticide 

The actual number of female foeticide in India is not known because of 
either incompetence or fudging of statistics. The Ministry of Statistics and 
Programme Implementation in its report, “Children in India 2012 - A Statistical 
Appraisal” of September 2012 stated that faster decline of sex ratio “led to 
missing of nearly 3 million girl children compared to 2 million missing boy 
children in 2011, compared to 2001.”14 This is based on the fact that children 
population of 0-6 years was 78.83 million in 2001 and it declined to 75.84 
million in 2011.15

This assertion of the Ministry of Statistics and Programme Implementation, 
Government of India is patently false. The report of the Ministry of Statistics 
and Programme Implementation does not take into account that decadal 
growth of population from 1.028 billion in 2001 to 1.21 billion in 201116 
which would have also resulted birth of more girls from 2001 to 2011 in actual 
terms. Further, census is conducted every 10 years and the CSR covering 0-6 

11.	 UNFPA,	 “Gender-biased	 sex	 selection.”	 http://www.unfpa.org/gender-biased-sex-selection	 accessed	 on	 1	
June	2016.

12.	 When	Technology	and	Tradition	Collide:	From	Gender	Bias	to	Sex	Selection,	Kate	Gilles	and	Charlotte	Feldman-
Jacobs,	October	2012,	Population	Reference	Bureau,	available	at	

	 http://www.prb.org/Publications/Reports/2012/sex-selection.aspx

13.	 Preventing	gender-biased	sex	selection:	an	interagency	statement	OHCHR,	UNFPA,	UNICEF,	UN	Women	and	
WHO.	http://www.unfpa.org/sites/default/files/resource-pdf/Preventing_gender-biased_sex_selection.pdf	

14.	 CHILDREN	 IN	 INDIA	 2012	 -	 A	 Statistical	 Appraisal,	 Ministry	 of	 statistics	 and	 Programme	 Implementation	
Government	of	Indi	available	at	http://mospi.nic.in/mospi_new/upload/children_in_india_2012.pdf

15. Ibid

16.	 Census	data	of	2001	&	2011	available	at:	http://censusindia.gov.in/	
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years age group excludes those in 07-10 years age group and indeed does not 
reflect the actual number of missing girls during the decade. 

According to the estimates of Asian Centre for Human Rights, during 1991 
to 2011 a total of 25,49,3,480 girls went missing as a result of sex selective 
abortion as explained below.17 

As per the 2011 census report, total child population in the age group of 
0-6 years was 7,58,37,152 females against 8,29,52,135 males during 2001 
to 2011.18 Based on the World Health Organisation’s (WHO) estimate of 
natural sex ratio of 105 males for every 100 females19, for 8,29,52,135 males, 
there would have been around 7,90,02033 females in the age group of 0-6 
years instead of 7,58,37,152 girls. This means the total number of missing 
girls were 3,16,4,881 i.e. 7,90,02033 females ideally to be born in the age 
group of 0-6 years minus 7,58,37,152 actually born in the age group of 0-6 
years which is about 5,27,480 girls per age group. As the census is conducted 
every 10 years, it is indispensable to take into account those in the age group 
of 7-10 years to find out the exact number of missing girls in a decade. If a 
total of 3,16,4,881 girls in the age group of 0-6 years or 5,27,480 girls per age 
group went missing, another 21,09,920 girls in the age group of 7-10 years 
(5,27,480 girls per age group x 4 years) also went missing. This implies that a 
total of 52,74,801 girls altogether went missing during 2001 and 2011 from 
0-10 years. 

Similarly, as per 2001 census, there were a total of 78,820,411 females in 0-6 
years age group against 84,999,203 males.20 Based on the WHOs’ estimate of 

17.	 The	claim	of	 the	Ministry	of	 Statistics	 and	Programme	 Implementation	Government	of	 India	 in	 its	 report,	
“CHILDREN IN INDIA 2012 - A Statistical Appraisal”	of	September	2012	that	declining	ratio	of	girl	share	of	girls	
in	0-6	years	faster	than	that	of	boys	of	0-6	years	“has	led	to	missing	of	nearly	3	million	girl	children	compared	
to	2	million	missing	boy	children	in	2011,	compared	to	2001”	is	highly	flawed.	It	does	not	take	into	account	
increase	of	population	 from	2001	 to	2011	 in	 absolute	 term	which	had	 impact	on	population	 growth	 rate.	
Further,	this	is	not	the	correct	figures	of	the	missing	girls	in	India	as	census	is	conducted	every	10	years	and	
covering	0-6	years	age	group	excludes	those	in	07-10	years	age	group.	The	report	is	available	at	http://mospi.
nic.in/Mospi_New/upload/Children_in_India_2012.pdf

18.	 Census	2011,	http://censusindia.gov.in/	

19.	 Health	situation	and	trend	assessment:	Sex	Ratio,	WHO
	 http://www.searo.who.int/entity/health_situation_trends/data/chi/sex-ratio/en/

20.	 http://censusindia.gov.in/Census_Data_2001/India_at_glance/broad.aspx	
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natural sex ratio of 105 males for every 100 females21, there would have been 
8,09,51,622 girls in 2001 census instead of 78,820,411 girls. This means the 
total number of missing girls were 1,21,31,211 (8,09,51,622 -7,88,20,411) 
in the age group of 0-6 or average of 20,21,869 girls missing per age group 
during 1991 to 2001. Taking into account those in the age group of 7-10 
years, another 80,87,476 (20,21,869 x 4) also went missing during 1991 to 
2001. This implies that a total of 2,02,18,687 girls were missing altogether 
during 1991 and 2001 in the age group of 0-10 years. 

Therefore, total number of girls missing as a result of sex selection during 
1991 to 2011 was 25,49,3,480 or 1,27,4674 girls every year.

Against missing girls of over 1.2 million girls every year as a result of sex 
selective abortion, the NCRB recorded only 1,959 cases of foeticide from 
1994 to 2014. These included 107 in 2014, 221 in 2013, 210 in 2012, 132 
in 2011, 111 in 2010, 73 in 2009, 73 in 2008, 96 in 2007, 125 in 2006, 86 
in 2005, 86 in 2004, 57 in 2003, 84 in 2002, 55 in 2001, 91 in 2000, 61 in 
1999, 62 in 1998, 57 in 1997, 39 in 1996, 38 in 1995 and 45 in 1994.22

According to NCRB, 1,663 cases of foeticide were reported across India in 
the last 15 years from 2001 to 2015. These included 55 cases in 2001, 84 
cases in 2002, 57 cases in 2003, 86 cases in 2004, 86 cases in 2005, 125 cases 
in 2006, 96 cases in 2007, 73 cases in 2008, 123 cases in 2009, 111 cases 
in 2010, 132 cases in 2011, 210 cases in 2012, 221 cases in 2013, 107 cases 
in 2014, and 97 cases in 2015. Among the States, Madhya Pradesh topped 
with 360 cases followed by Rajasthan (255), Punjab (239), Maharashtra 
(155), Chhattisgarh (135), Haryana (131), Uttar Pradesh (93), Delhi (69), 
Karnataka (60), Gujarat (52), Andhra Pradesh (30), Himachal Pradesh 
(25), Bihar and Jharkhand (10 each), Odisha (6), Kerala, West Bengal and 
Andaman and Nicobar Islands (5 each), Jammu and Kashmir and Sikkim  

21.	 Health	situation	and	trend	assessment:	Sex	Ratio,	WHO
	 http://www.searo.who.int/entity/health_situation_trends/data/chi/sex-ratio/en/

22.	 NCRB,	Crime	in	India	reports	from	2004	to	2013,	available	at:	http://ncrb.gov.in/	
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(4 each), Assam (2), and Tamil Nadu, Uttarakhand, Chandigarh and Dadra 
and Nagar Haveli (1 each).23

Although, the NCRB has been collecting data on foeticide over the years, 
it started collecting data on female foeticide only from 2014. It recorded 39 
cases of female foeticide in 2015 and 50 cases in 2014. The State/UT-wise 
data relating to female foeticide is given in the table below:24

In two years from 2014 to 2015, the NCRB recorded 59 cases of female 
foeticide across India. Madhya Pradesh topped in female foeticide with 23 
cases, followed by Rajasthan (12), Maharashtra (10), Punjab and Uttar 
Pradesh (9 each), Telengana (8), Haryana (6), Chhattisgarh (5), Himachal 
Pradesh (3), Karnataka, Tamil Nadu, Uttarakhand and Delhi (1 each). As per 
Census 2011, three states with most adverse child sex ratios namely Punjab, 
Haryana and Jammu & Kashmir had reported 9, 6 and 0 cases respectively.

The 2011 census reflected a grim picture of the missing girls in India and the 
entire country is affected by declining low child sex ratio as the analysis of the 
CSR of age group of 0-6 years establishes. 

First, as many as in 24 States/UTs, the CSR remains much below the normal 
or desirable range of 950 or more girls per 1000 boys. These States/UTs 
include Jammu & Kashmir (862), Himachal Pradesh (909), Punjab (846), 
Chandigarh (880), Uttarakhand (890), Haryana (834), NCT of Delhi (871), 
Rajasthan (888), Uttar Pradesh (902), Bihar (935), Nagaland (943), Manipur 
(936), Jharkhand (948), Odisha (941), Madhya Pradesh (918), Gujarat (890), 
Daman & Diu (904), Dadra & Nagar Haveli (926), Maharashtra (894), 
Andhra Pradesh (939), Karnataka (948), Goa (942), Lakshadweep, and Tamil 
Nadu (943). 

Second, 21 States namely Jammu & Kashmir, Uttarakhand, Rajasthan, Uttar 
Pradesh, Bihar, Sikkim, Nagaland, Manipur, Tripura, Meghalaya, Assam, West 

23.	 See	NCRB’s	Crime	in	India	report	series	from	2001	to	2015	

24.	 Statement	of	J	P	Nadda,	Minister	of	Health	and	Family	Welfare,	Government	of	 India	 in	the	Lok	Sabha	on	
11.12.	2015,	http://164.100.47.192/Loksabha/Questions/QResult15.aspx?qref=26479&lsno=16	
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Bengal, Jharkhand, Odisha, Chhattisgarh, Madhya Pradesh, Daman & Diu, 
Dadra and Nagar Haveli, Maharashtra, Andhra Pradesh and Lakshadweep 
recorded declining trend of CSR in 2011 census. 

Third, the CSR of 9 States/UTs have shown an increase but still far short of 
the desirable CSR of 950 or above in 2011 census. These include Himachal 
Pradesh (909), Punjab (846), Chandigarh (880), Haryana (834), NCT of 
Delhi (871), Gujarat (890), Karnataka (948), Goa (942) and Tamil Nadu 
(943). What is disturbing is the fact that CSR of some of the States/UTs are 
below 900.

Fourth, States/UTs with CSR more than desirable 950 are Arunachal Pradesh 
(972), Sikkim (957), Mizoram (970), Tripura (957), Meghalaya (970), Assam 
(962), West Bengal (956), Chhattisgarh (969), Kerala (964), Puducherry 
(967) and Andaman and Nicobar Islands (968) but five states from the 
Northeast namely Nagaland, Manipur, Tripura, Meghalaya and Assam had 
shown a decreasing trend.

Table 1: Child Sex Ratio in India (2001-2011)

S. No. State/UTs Child Sex Ratio (0-6)

  2001 2011

 INDIA 927 919

1 JAMMU & KASHMIR 941 862

2 HIMACHAL PRADESH 896 909

3 PUNJAB 798 846

4 CHANDIGARH 845 880

5 UTTARAKHAND 908 890

6 HARYANA 819 834

7 NCT OF DELHI 868 871

8 RAJASTHAN 909 888
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9 UTTAR PRADESH 916 902

10 BIHAR 942 935

11 SIKKIM 963 957

12 ARUNACHAL PRADESH 964 972

13 NAGALAND 964 943

14 MANIPUR 957 936

15 MIZORAM 964 970

16 TRIPURA 966 957

17 MEGHALAYA 973 970

18 ASSAM 965 962

19 WEST BENGAL 960 956

20 JHARKHAND 965 948

21 ODISHA 953 941

22 CHHATTISGARH 975 969

23 MADHYA PRADESH 932 918

24 GUJARAT 883 890

25 DAMAN & DIU 926 904

26 DADRA & NAGAR HAVELI 979 926

27 MAHARASHTRA 913 894

28 ANDHRA PRADESH 961 939

29 KARNATAKA 946 948

30 GOA 938 942

31 LAKSHADWEEP 959 911

32 KERALA 960 964

33 TAMIL NADU 942 943

34 PUDUCHERRY 967 967

35 A & N ISLANDS 957 968
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Changes in CSR at the district level were more pronounced. Out of the total 
640 districts in the country, 429 districts had witnessed decline in CSR. Of 
these, 26 districts recorded drastic decline (of 50 points or more), and 52 
districts reported sharp decline (of 30-49 points). An overwhelming number 
of districts also experienced moderate (of 10-29 points) or marginal (less than 
10 points) decline in CSR. As per Census 2011, the decline in CSR had 
spread from largely urban and prosperous areas to rural, remote and tribal 
pockets of the country.25

The 2011 census data further revealed that CSR fell far more sharply in villages 
than in urban areas during 2001-2011. Though the urban CSR was far worse 
than that in rural areas, the fall in CSR in rural areas was around four times 
more than that in urban areas. Between 2001 and 2011, rural India’s CSR fell 
by 15 points as opposed to urban India’s four-point decline.26

Table 2: Fact sheet on female foeticide and female infanticide in India

Number of missing girls due to sex 
selection during 1991-2011 25,49,3,480 i.e. 25.49 million

Number of missing girls due to sex 
selection per year

12,74,674 i.e. 12.74 million 

Number of cases registered under the 
Preconception and Pre-Natal Diagnostic 
Techniques (Prohibition of Sex Selection) 
Act, 1994 (PC&PNDT Act) from 1994-
2014

2,021

Number of cases registered under the 
PC&PNDT Act per year 101

Number of conviction secured under the 
PC&PNDT Act from 1994-2014 206

25.	 “Missing...Mapping	 the	Adverse	Child	 Sex	Ratio	 in	 India	Census	 2011”	Office	of	 the	Registrar	General	 and	
Census	Commissioner,	India	http://www.censusindia.gov.in/2011census/missing.pdf	

26.	 Sex	test	hits	rural	India,	UNFPA,	July	2011	available	at	http://www.unfpa.org/resources/sex-tests-hit-rural-
india
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Ratio of cases registered against missing 
girls 

1 (one) case approximately per 
12,614 missing girls due to sex 
selection 

Number of conviction under the 
PC&PNDT Act

1 conviction per 123,755 missing 
girls due to sex selection or sex 
determination

Number of States/Union territories which 
had not registered a single case under the 
PC&PNDT Act since 1994

141

Number of States/Union territories which 
had not secured as single conviction under 
the PC&PNDT Act since 1994

232

Top 10 States with cases of infanticide (As 
per NCRB’s Crime in India reports from 
2001 to 2015)

i) Uttar Pradesh, ii) Madhya Pradesh, 
iii) Tamil Nadu, iv) Maharashtra, v) 
Chhattisgarh, vi) Karnataka, vii) 
Punjab, viii) Andhra Pradesh, ix) 
Haryana and x) Gujarat

Top 10 States with cases of foeticide (As 
per NCRB’s Crime in India reports from 
2001 to 2015)

i) Madhya Pradesh, ii) Rajasthan, 
iii) Punjab, iv) Maharashtra, v) 
Chhattisgarh, vi) Haryana, vii) 
Uttar Pradesh, viii) Delhi, ix) 
Karnataka and x) Gujarat

Top 10 states with skewed CSR as per 
2011 census

i) Haryana, ii) Punjab, iii) Jammu 
& Kashmir, iv) NCT of Delhi, v) 
Chandigarh, vi) Rajasthan, vii) 
Gujarat, viii) Maharashtra, ix) 
Uttarakhand and x) Uttar Pradesh

Top 10 states with skewed SRB (Sample 
Registration System Statistical Report-2013) 

Haryana, Punjab, Uttar Pradesh, 
Delhi, Rajasthan, Jammu & 
Kashmir, Maharashtra, Gujarat, 
Bihar and Jharkhand
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3. legal framework defining the Crimes 
of the mediCal professionals

The Preconception and Pre-Natal Diagnostic Techniques (Prohibition of Sex 
Selection) Act of 1994 (PC&PNDT Act) defines the crimes of the medical 
professionals on sex selection.

Section 2 of the PC&PNDT Act defines the medical professionals in the 
following way:

(f) “Gynaecologist” means a person who possesses a post- graduate 
qualification in gynaecology and obstetrics; 

(g) “Medical geneticist” includes a person who possesses a degree or 
diploma in genetic science in the fields of sex selection and pre-natal 
diagnostic techniques or has experience of not less than two years in 
such field after obtaining— (i) any one of the medical qualifications 
recognised under the Indian Medical Council Act, 1956 (102 of 
1956); or (ii) a post-graduate degree in biological sciences; 

(h) “Pediatrician” means a person who possesses a post-graduate 
qualification in pediatrics;

(m) “registered medical practitioner” means a medical practitioner 
who possesses any recognised medical qualification as defined in 
clause (h) of section 2 of the Indian Medical Council Act, 1956, 
(102 of 1956.) and whose name has been entered in a State Medical 
Register;

(p) “sonologist or imaging specialist” means a person who possesses 
any one of the medical qualifications recognized under the Indian 
Medical Council Act, 1956 or who possesses a postgraduate 
qualification in ultrasonography or imaging techniques or radiology;
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Section 3 of the PC&PNDT Act stipulates that “no medical geneticist, 
gynaecologist, paediatrician, registered medical practitioner or any other 
person shall conduct or cause to be conducted or aid in conducting by himself 
or through any other person, any pre-natal diagnostic techniques at a place 
other than a place registered under the Act”.

Section 18 of the PC&PNDT Act deals with registration of genetic counselling 
centres, genetic laboratories or genetic clinics. It provides that 

“(1) No person shall open any Genetic Counselling Centre, Genetic 
Laboratory or Genetic Clinic, including clinic, laboratory or centre 
having ultrasound or imaging machine or scanner or any other 
technology capable of undertaking determination of sex of foetus 
and sex selection, or render services to any of them, after the 
commencement of the Pre-natal Diagnostic Techniques (Regulation 
and Prevention of Misuse) Amendment Act, 2002 unless such 
centre, laboratory or clinic is duly registered under the Act. PNDT 
Act, 1994 & Amendments 

2. Every application for registration under sub-section (1), shall be 
made to the Appropriate Authority in such form and in such manner 
and shall be accompanied by such fees as may be prescribed. 

3. Every Genetic Counselling Centre, Genetic Laboratory or 
Genetic Clinic engaged, either partly or exclusively, in counselling or 
conducting pre-natal diagnostic techniques for any of the purposes 
mentioned in section 4, immediately before the commencement of 
this Act, shall apply for registration within sixty days from the date 
of such commencement. 

4. Subject to the provisions of section 6, every Genetic Counselling 
Centre, Genetic Laboratory or Genetic Clinic engaged in counselling 
or conducting pre-natal diagnostic techniques shall cease to conduct 
any such counselling or technique on the expiry of six months 
from the date of commencement of this Act unless such Centre, 
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Laboratory or Clinic has applied for registration and is so registered 
separately or jointly or till such application is disposed of, whichever 
is earlier. 

5. No Genetic Counselling Centre, Genetic Laboratory or Genetic 
Clinic shall be registered under this Act unless the Appropriate 
Authority is satisfied that such Centre, Laboratory or Clinic is in 
a position to provide such facilities, maintain such equipment and 
standards as may be prescribed. 

Section 19 of the PC&PNDT Act deals with procedures for registration. It 
provides that 

1. The Appropriate Authority shall, after holding an inquiry and 
after satisfying itself that the applicant has complied with all the 
requirements of this Act and the rules made thereunder and having 
regard to the advice of the Advisory Committee in this behalf, grant 
a certificate of registration in the prescribed form jointly or separately 
to the Genetic Counselling Centre, Genetic Laboratory or Genetic 
Clinic, as the case may be. 

2. If, after the inquiry and after giving an opportunity of being heard 
to the applicant and having regard to the advice of the Advisory 
Committee, the Appropriate Authority is satisfied that the applicant 
has not complied with the requirements of this Act or the rules, it 
shall, for reasons to be recorded in writing, reject the application for 
registration. 

3. Every certificate of registration shall be renewed in such manner 
and after such period and on payment of such fees as may be 
prescribed. 

4. The certificate of registration shall be displayed by the registered 
Genetic Counselling Centre, Genetic Laboratory or Genetic Clinic 
in a conspicuous place at its place of business. 
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Section 20 of the PC&PNDT Act provides for procedures for cancellation or 
suspension of registration. It provides that: 

1. The Appropriate Authority may suo moto, or on complaint, issue 
a notice to the Genetic Counselling Centre, Genetic Laboratory 
or Genetic Clinic to show cause why its registration should not be 
suspended or cancelled for the reasons mentioned in the notice. 

2. If, after giving a reasonable opportunity of being heard to the 
Genetic Counselling Centre, Genetic Laboratory or Genetic Clinic 
and having regard to the advice of the Advisory Committee, the 
Appropriate Authority is satisfied that there has been a breach of the 
provisions of this Act or the rules, it may, without prejudice to any 
criminal action that it may take against such Centre, Laboratory or 
Clinic, suspend its registration for such period as it may think fit or 
cancel its registration, as the case may be.

3. Notwithstanding anything contained in sub-sections (1) and (2), 
if the Appropriate Authority is, of the opinion that it is necessary 
or expedient so to do in the public interest, it may, for reasons to 
be recorded in writing, suspend the registration of any Genetic 
Counselling Centre, Genetic Laboratory or Genetic Clinic without 
issuing any such notice referred to in sub-section (1).

Section 21 of the PC&PNDT Act deals with Appeal procedures. It provides 
that “The Genetic Counselling Centre, Genetic Laboratory or Genetic Clinic 
may, within thirty days from the date of receipt of the order of suspension or 
cancellation of registration passed by the Appropriate Authority under section 
20, prefer an appeal against such order to— (i) the Central Government, 
where the appeal is against the order of the Central Appropriate Authority; 
and (ii) the State Government, where the appeal is against the order of the 
State Appropriate Authority, in the prescribed manner.”

Section 22 of the PC&PNDT Act provides for prohibition of advertisement 
relating to pre-natal determination of sex and punishment for contravention. 
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It states, 

1. No person, organization, Genetic Counselling Centre, Genetic 
Laboratory or Genetic Clinic, including clinic, laboratory or centre 
having ultrasound machine or imaging machine or scanner or any 
other technology capable of undertaking determination of sex of 
foetus or sex selection shall issue, publish, distribute, communicate 
or cause to be issued, published, distributed or communicated any 
advertisement, in any form, including internet, regarding facilities 
of pre-natal determination of sex or sex selection before conception 
available at such centre, laboratory, clinic or at any other place. 

2. No person or organization including Genetic Counselling 
Centre, Genetic Laboratory or Genetic Clinic shall issue, publish, 
distribute, communicate or cause to be issued, published, distributed 
or communicated any advertisement in any manner regarding pre-
natal determination or preconception selection of sex by any means 
whatsoever, scientific or otherwise. 

3. Any person who contravenes the provisions of sub-section (1) or 
sub-section (2) shall be punishable with imprisonment for a term 
which may extend to three years and with fine which may extend to 
ten thousand rupees. 

Explanation.—For the purposes of this section, “advertisement” 
includes any notice, circular, label, wrapper or any other document 
including advertisement through internet or any other media in 
electronic or print form and also includes any visible representation 
made by means of any hoarding, wall-painting, signal, light, sound, 
smoke or gas. 

Most critical aspects are offences and penalties. Section 23 of the 
PC&PNDT Act provides that 

(1) Any medical geneticist, gynaecologist, registered medical 
practitioner or any person who owns a Genetic Counselling Centre, 
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a Genetic Laboratory or a Genetic Clinic or is employed in such a 
Centre, Laboratory or Clinic and renders his professional or technical 
services to or at such a Centre, Laboratory or Clinic, whether on 
an honorary basis or otherwise, and who contravenes any of the 
provisions of this Act or rules made thereunder shall be punishable 
with Act, 1994 & Amendments imprisonment for a term which may 
extend to three years and with fine which may extend to ten thousand 
rupees and on any subsequent conviction, with imprisonment which 
may extend to five years and with fine which may extend to fifty 
thousand rupees. 

2. The name of the registered medical practitioner shall be reported 
by the Appropriate Authority to the State Medical Council concerned 
for taking necessary action including suspension of the registration 
if the charges are framed by the court and till the case is disposed 
of and on conviction for removal of his name from the register 
of the Council for a period of five years for the first offence and 
permanently for the subsequent offence. 

3. Any person who seeks the aid of a Genetic Counselling Centre, 
Genetic Laboratory, Genetic Clinic or ultrasound clinic or imaging 
clinic or of a medical geneticist, gynaecologist, sonologist or imaging 
specialist or registered medical practitioner or any other person for sex 
selection or for conducting pre- natal diagnostic techniques on any 
pregnant women for the purposes other than those specified in sub-
section (2) of section 4, he shall, be punishable with imprisonment 
for a term which may extend to three years and with fine which 
may extend to fifty thousand rupees for the first offence and for 
any subsequent offence with imprisonment which may extend to five 
years and with fine which may extend to one lakh rupees. 

4. For the removal of doubts, it is hereby provided, that the provisions 
of sub-section (3) shall not apply to the woman who was compelled 
to undergo such diagnostic techniques or such selection. 
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Further Section 25 of the PC&PNDT Act provides for penalty for 
contravention of the provisions of the Act or rules for which no specific 
punishment is provided. It states, “Whoever contravenes any of the provisions 
of this Act or any rules made thereunder, for which no penalty has been 
elsewhere provided in this Act, shall be punishable with imprisonment for a 
term which may extend to three months or with fine, which may extend to 
one thousand rupees or with both and in the case of continuing contravention 
with an additional fine which may extend to five hundred rupees for every day 
during which such contravention continues after conviction for the first such 
contravention”.
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4. powers of the mediCal CounCil of 
india

The Medical Council of India has wide powers. Under Section 20 of Indian 
Medical Council Act, 1956, it may prescribe standards of professional 
conduct and etiquette and a code of ethics for medical practitioners and adopt 
regulations professional misconduct. 

Under Section 21 of the Indian Medical Council Act, 1956, it maintains 
Indian Medical Register of the qualified medical professionals which is 
mandatory for medical practice.

Most importantly, Section 24 of the Indian Medical Council Act, 1956 
provides the power to remove medical professionals from registration. It 
provides 

(1) If the name of any person enrolled on a State Medical Register 
is removed therefrom in pursuance of any power conferred by or 
under any law relating to medical practitioners for the time being in 
force in any State, the Council shall direct the removal of the name 
of such person from the Indian Medical Register. 

(2) Where the name of any person has been removed from a State 
Medical Register on the ground of professional misconduct or any 
other ground except that he is not possessed of the requisite medical 
qualifications or where any application made by the said person 
for restoration of his name to the State Medical Register has been 
rejected, he may appeal in the prescribed manner and subject to 
such conditions including conditions as to the payment of a fee as 
may be laid down in rules made by the Central Government in this 
behalf, to the Central Government, whose decision, which shall be 
given after consulting the Council, shall be binding on the State 
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Government and on the authorities concerned with the preparation 
of the State Medical Register.”

Pursuant to the powers conferred under Section 20 of Indian Medical Council 
Act, 1956, the MCI adopted Code of Medical Ethics Regulations 2002. 
Section 7.6 of the Code of Medical Ethics Regulations 2002 as amended upto 
8 October 2016 states as under:27

“7.6 Sex Determination Tests: On no account sex determination 
test shall be undertaken with the intent to terminate the life of a 
female foetus developing in her mother’s womb, unless there are 
other absolute indications for termination of pregnancy as specified 
in the Medical Termination of Pregnancy Act, 1971. Any act of 
termination of pregnancy of normal female foetus amounting to 
female foeticide shall be regarded as professional misconduct on the 
part of the physician leading to penal erasure besides rendering him 
liable to criminal proceedings as per the provisions of this Act.”

However, the Medical Council of India (MCI) and the State Medical Councils 
failed to strictly enforce their Code of Ethics and to take strict action against 
guilty doctors.

On the contrary, there were instances when MCI or State medical councils 
were found to be showing leniency instead of strict action. In 2006, over 
100 doctors in 22 districts in Rajasthan were found violating the law and 
suspended. But their suspensions were revoked by the Medical Council of 
India in 2007.28

27.	 See	the	Notification	at	http://www.mciindia.org/RulesandRegulations/CodeofMedicalEthicsRegulations2002.
aspx	

28.	 See	 ‘Girls	 forced	 to	 drop	 out	 of	 Rajasthan	 govt.	 schools:	 study’,	 The	 Hindu,	 20	 November	 2014	 http://
www.thehindu.com/news/national/other-states/girls-forced-to-drop-out-of-rajasthan-govt-schools-study/
article6615662.ece	
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5. aCtion taken by mCi and smCs against 
female foetiCide 

As per Section 23(2) of the PC&PNDT Act, the Appropriate Authorities 
(AAs) are required to report name of medical practitioner against whom 
charge has been framed to State Medical Council for taking necessary action 
including suspension of the registration if the charges are framed by the court 
and till the case is disposed of and on conviction for removal of his name from 
the registrar of the Council for a period of five years for the first offence and 
permanently for the subsequent offence. Section 23 (2) of the PC&PNDT 
Act provides: 

“(2) The name of the registered medical practitioner shall be reported 
by the Appropriate Authority to the State Medical Council concerned 
for taking necessary action including suspension of the registration if the 
charges are framed by the court and till the case is disposed of and on 
conviction for removal of his name from the register of the Council for a 
period of five years for the first offence and permanently for the subsequent 
offence.”

This suggests that the State Medical Councils play the most important role as 
the cases are reported to them by the AAs after framing of charges by courts 
or after conviction. The role of MCI is limited. Even if cases are reported 
to the MCI, the cases have to be referred to the State Medical Councils for 
necessary action. 

5.1 Actions taken by the MCI

In 2012, the Central Supervisory Board set up under the PC&PNDT Act to 
tackle the issue of declining sex ratio, chaired by then Union Health Minister 
Ghulam Nabi Azad, had considered the matter of suspension/cancellation 
of medical licences of doctors convicted under the PC&PNDT Act and 
had directed the Medical Council of India to take immediate steps against 
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them. On 4 September 2012, the MCI wrote to the concerned State Medical 
Councils to ensure that the decision against these doctors was implemented.29 
It is clear that the MCI was reluctant to take action on its own.

The list of doctors who were convicted under the PC&PNDT Act and against 
whom the Central Supervisory Board had sought action by the MCI is given 
in the table below:30

Sl. No. Name of Doctors Punishment
1 Dr. Zarina Shethwala

Shetwala Hospital, Opp. Gajia ‘Khadki, 
Opp. Old Vegetable Market, Dholka, 
Ahmedabad, Gujarat

Fine of Rs.1000/-

2 Dr. Paresh N. Sheth
Alka Appt. Mangal Park, Above SBI, Shah 
Alam Toll Naka, Ahmedabad, Gujarat

Fine of Rs.1000/-

3 Dr. Narendrakumar Vanmalidas Vaghela 
Preg-Care Hosp., I-304, 3rd Floor, “Suhas” 
Building, Muktanand Marg, Sardar Bridge 
Circle, Adajan, Dist. Surat, Gujarat

Fine of Rs.1000/-

4 Dr. Nishit R. Joshi
Chirayu Hospital, Opp. Govindnagar, 
Dahod,
Dist. Dahod, Gujarat

Fine of Rs.100/- & 
sentence till closing of 
the day court

5 Dr. Anil Sabhani
M/s Dr. Anil Ultrasound, Opp. GH Palwal, 
Haryana

Two years 
imprisonment & fine of 
Rs. 5000

6 Dr. Satya Narain Dhanwa
M/s S. Dhanwantri Clinic, Near Bajrang, 
Bhawan, Delhi Road, Rohtak, Haryana

One year imprisonment 
& fine of Rs.5000

29.	 Minutes	 of	 the	meeting	 of	 the	 Ethics	 Committee	 of	Medical	 Council	 of	 India	 held	 on	 22	 September	 2012	
(NO.MCI-211(2)/2012-Ethics/),	 https://old.mciindia.org/meetings/Ethics/2012/Minutes_22.09.2012.pdf	
(Accessed	19.09.2017)

30.	 Minutes	 of	 the	meeting	 of	 the	 Ethics	 Committee	 of	Medical	 Council	 of	 India	 held	 on	 22	 September	 2012	
(NO.	 MCI-211(2)/2012-Ethics/),	 https://old.mciindia.org/meetings/Ethics/2012/Minutes_22.09.2012.pdf	
(Accessed	19.09.2017)
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7 Dr.M.P.Kamboj
M/S Kamboj Ultrasound and Diagnostic 
Pvt.
Ltd. Hisar, Haryana

Three years 
imprisonment & fine 
of Rs. 10000.Licenses 
cancelled for 5 Years

8 Dr.(Mrs.) Renu Kamboj
M/S Kamboj Ultrasound and Diagnostic 
Pvt.
Ltd. Hisar, Haryana

Three years 
imprisonment & fine 
of Rs. 10000.Licenses 
cancelled for 5 Years

9 Dr. R. S. Malik
M/s Malik Ultrasound & X-ray clinic, 
Commercial Urban Estate-I, Hisar, Haryana

Two years 
imprisonment & fine 
of Rs. 5000 license 
cancelled for 5 years.

10 Dr. Sushil Pardhan
M/s Pardhan Maternity & Nursing Home, 
Charkhi Dadri. (Bhiwani) Haryana

One year imprisonment 
and fine of Rs. 2000

11 Dr. Sarita Pardhan
M/s Pardhan Maternity & Nursing Home, 
Charkhi Dadri. (Bhiwani), Haryana

One year imprisonment 
and fine of Rs. 2000

12 Dr. (Mrs.) Vijay Bhargava
Bhargawa Hospital & Nursing Home, 
Near Punjabi Dharamsala, Circular Road, 
Rewari, Haryana

One year imprisonment 
and fine of Rs. 1000

13 Dr. Ashok Bhargava
Bhargava Hospital & Nursing Home, Near 
Punjabi Dharamshala, Circular Road, 
Rewari, Haryana

One year imprisonment 
and fine of Rs. 1000

14 Dr. Rajesh Goyal
M/s Parkash Mission Hospital, Jain Samadhi 
Road, Tohana, distt. Fatehabad, Haryana

One year imprisonment 
and fine of Rs. 1000

15 Dr. (Mrs.) Darshana Goyal
M/s Parkash Mission Hospital, Jain Samadhi 
Road, Tohana, distt. Fatehabad, Haryana

One year imprisonment 
and fine of Rs. 1000

16 Dr. Satya Narayan Indora
M/s City Ultrasound, Opp. Vijaya Bank 
Mohna Road, Ballabgarh, Haryana

One day imprisonment 
& fine of Rs. 10,000

17 Dr. J. S. Sodhi
Col. Sodhi Hospital, Bisru Road, Punhana, 
Mewat, Haryana

Two years 
imprisonment & fine of 
Rs. 5000
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18 Dr. Hardeep Singh
M/s Hari Herbal, 7307/4, Mohalla
Bansawala, Ambala City, Haryana

One year imprisonment 
& fine of Rs. 3000

19 Dr. Reshma Yadav
Jansewa Hospital, Mahendergarh Road, 
Narnaul, Haryana

Three years 
imprisonment & fine of 
Rs. 3000

20 Dr. A. K. Singh
Beula Nursing Home, D-51, New
Colony,Pataudi, Pataudi, Haryana

19 days and fine of Rs. 
1000

21 Dr. Manju Goel
M/s. Sukh Ram Hospital, Bye pass Road, 
Palwal, Haryana

Six months 
imprisonment & fine of 
Rs. 5000

22 Dr. Subhash Goyal
M/s Sukh Ram Hospital, Bye Pass Road, 
Palwal, Haryana

Six months 
imprisonment & fine of 
Rs. 5000

23 Dr. J.L.Mahajan
Palam Vihar, Gurgaon, Haryana

3 years imprisonment 
& fine of
Rs.1000

24 Dr. M.S. Talekar
Sector-4, Urban Estate, Gurgaon, Haryana

3 years imprisonment 
& fine of
Rs.1000

25 Dr. K. K. Saraswat Phase-IL New Palam 
Vihar, Gurgaon, Haryana

3 years imprisonment 
& fine of Rs.1000

26 Dr. D. B. Lal
Sector-4, Urban Estate, Gurgaon, Haryana

3 years imprisonment 
& fine of
Rs.1000

27 Dr. P. B. Lal Sector-4, Urban Estate, 
Gurgaon, Haryana

3 years imprisonment 
& fine of Rs.1000

28 Dr. Rajiv Bhatia L-18A, Radha Palace 
Gurgaon, Haryana

3 years imprisonment 
& fine of Rs.5000

29 Dr. Brij Sharma
M/s. Karnal Ultrasound and X-ray, 70A, 
Jarnaily Colony, R/o 221, Sector-7, Urban 
Estate, Karnal, Haryana

Three years 
imprisonment & fine of
Rs. 10000

30 Dr. Navin Thapar
Faridabad, Haryana

License cancelled for 5 
years
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31 Dr. Nirrnal Jaiswal
Madhya Pradesh

Fine of Rs.1000/ one 
month
imprisonment. 
Cancellation of
registration by State 
Medical Council 
(Acquitted by Upper 
Court)

32 Dr. S. M. Agrawal
Madhya Pradesh

Fine of Rs.1000. 
Cancellation of 
registration by State 
Medical Council. 
(Acquitted by Upper 
Court)

33 Dr. Premlata Bansal
District Indore, Madhya Pradesh

Fine of Rs.1000/- 
and one month 
imprisonment.

34 Dr. Manvinder Singh Gill 
Gill Diagnostic & Lithotripsy Centre, 
Indore, Madhya Pradesh

Fine of Rs. 1,000/- and 
imprisonment of one 
month.

35 Dr. Harish Chhabra Chhabra Diagnostic, 
Indore, 
Madhya Pradesh

Fine of Rs. 1,000/- and 
imprisonment of one 
month.

36 Dr. Chhaya Rajesh Tatel 
Mumbai Corporation, Maharashtra

R.I. for three years and 
fine of Rs. 10000/-

37 Dr. Shubhangi Suresh Adkar
Mumbai Corporation, Maharashtra

R.I. for three years and 
fine of Rs. 10000/-

38 Dr. Prashant Gugrathi
Shreegi Hospital, Parola, Dist. Jalgaon, 
Maharashtra

One year Imprisonment 
and fine of Rs. 5000/-

39 Dr. S. Anuradha Sant
Sant Clinic Anjali Apt. 396/A, Shivajinagar, 
Pune 16, Maharashtra

Fine of Rs. 1000/-

40 Dr. R.V. Paranjape
Paranjape X-Ray Clinic 200, Narayan Peth, 
Laxmi Rd, Pune – 30, Maharashtra

Fine of Rs. 1000/-

41 Dr.Ambekar
N.C. Plot No.86 , Mayur Colony, Kothrud, 
Pune, Maharashtra

Fine of Rs. 1000/-



27

The record of Medical Council of India against female foeticide

42 Dr.Shah Laxmikant
Yashada Hospital, 420- Raviwar Peth, 
Maharashtra

Fine of Rs. 1000/-

43 Dr.Deshmukh Avinash
P. Deshmukh. Hospital 1142. Shukrawar 
Peth, Maharashtra

Fine of Rs. 1000/-

44 Dr.Hardikar S.M.
Hardikar Hospital, 1160/61. Shivaji Nagar, 
Maharashtra

Fine of Rs. 1000/-

45 Dr.Sheth M.H.
Harjeevan Hospital, 986/A, Ahukarwar, 
Peth, Maharashtra

Fine of Rs. 1000/-

46 Dr.Agarwal Manoj
Pritam Clinic Pandavnagar, Police Chowki, 
Opp. Wadarwadi, Pune 46, Maharashtra

Fine of Rs. 1000/-

47 Dr. Mrs. Kusum Tamahane Sanjavani 
Nurshing Home, S.No.224, Gadital, 
Hadapsar, Pune 28, Maharashtra

Fine of Rs. 1000/-

48 Dr.Mrs Anuradha Kelkar
Anakul Sonography Bharat Kung, Soc.
No. 2, Plot No 10, Erandwane, Pune -38, 
Maharashtra

Fine of Rs. 1000/-

49 Dr.Vilas Gaikwad
Ushakiran Hospital Kamdhenu Estate, 
S.No.229/A-1. Hadapsar, Pune 28, 
Maharashtra

Fine of Rs. 1000/-

50 Dr.Sanjiv Vasant Kanitkar
Kanitkar Hospital, 1098/18, Model
Colony, Pune 16, Maharashtra

Fine of Rs. 1000/-

51 Dr.Kulkaini Arvind
Om Hospital, Anjali Apartment Shivaji 
Nagar, Pune Wadarwadi, Pune 16, 
Maharashtra

Fine of Rs. 1000/-

52 Dr.P.K.Pawar
Jivan Jyoti Hospital, Karad, Dist. Satara, 
Maharashtra

Convicted for three 
years
Imprisonment and fine 
of Rs 90000/
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53 Dr.Ambadas Kadam
Sanjivani Hospital and Surgical Centre, 
Vaduj, Tal.Khatav Dist.Satara, Maharashtra

Convicted for Three 
years
Imprisonment and fine 
of Rs.130000/-

54 Dr.Rajesh Tukaram Manvatkar
Varangaon, Dist.Jalgaon, Maharashtra

Convicted for two years
imprisonment and fine 
of Rs 10000/-

55 Dr. Hate, 
Taluka Mahad, Maharashtra

Released on their 
entering into a bond of 
Rs.15,000/-, they shall 
not repeat the offence 
and be good behavior.

56 Dr. Suryakant Nagappa,
Kudtarkar, Mahad Nursing Home, Mahad 
Dist. Raigad, Maharashtra

Released on their 
entering into a Bond of 
Rs.15,000/-, they shall 
not repeat the offence 
and be good behavior.

57 Dr. M.B. Nagane 
Med. Officer, Radiologist, Maharashtra

Convicted for 3 years 
Imprisonment and fine 
of Rs. 7000/-

58 Dr. Mohan Hari Pharne Anusya Hospital, 
Islampur, Dist. Sangli, Maharashtra

Convicted for two 
years Rigorous 
Imprisonment and fine 
of Rs 70000/-

59 Dr.Shree Shinde
Sangli, Maharashtra (2011) 

Convicted for Two 
years Rigorous 
Imprisonment and fine 
of Rs 38000/-

60 Dr.Sampada Shinde
Sangli, Maharashtra (2011)

Convicted for Two 
years Rigorous 
Imprisonment and fine 
of Rs 38000/-

61 Dr.V.B.Patil
Solapur, Maharashtra (2011)

Convicted for three 
months, Rigorous 
Imprisonment and fine 
of Rs 1000/-

62 Dr. Smt. Yojana
Vilas Rawal Sangli, Maharashtra (2011)

Convicted for 2 years 
Rigorous
Imprisonment and fine 
of Rs-52000/-
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63 Dr.Yogendra Shinde
Sangli, Maharashtra (2011)

Convicted for 3 
years Rigorous 
Imprisonment and fine 
of Rs. 21000/-

64 Dr. Pradip Gandhi, Akluj
Solapur, Maharashtra (2011)

Convicted for one year 
Rigorous
Imprisonment and fine 
of Rs 25000/-

65 Dr. Viththal A. Kavitake
Solapur, Maharashtra (2011)

Convicted for one year 
Rigorous
Imprisonment

66 Dr. Shivaji Madhavrao Eklare
Sanjivan Hospital, Degloor, Dist-Nanded, 
Maharashtra

Convicted for Two 
years Rigorous 
Imprisonment and fine 
of Rs 2000/-

67 Dr.Shivaji Sadashiv Mane,
Nidan Sonography Center, Jaisingpur 
Shirol, Dist. Kolhapur, Maharashtra

Convicted for Three 
years Rigorous 
Imprisonment and fine 
of Rs 60000/-

68 Dr.Gajanan Daulat Koli
Kolhapur, Maharashtra (2012)

Convicted for Three 
years Rigorous 
Imprisonment.

69 Dr.M.T. Sanap
Beed, Maharashtra (2012)

Convicted for 1 year 
Rigorous
Imprisonment and fine 
of Rs-19000/-

70 Dr.Saiyyad T. Ahmed
Beed, Maharashtra (2012)

Convicted for 1 year 
Rigorous
Imprisonment and fine 
of Rs-17000/-

71 Dr.Arun Satpote
Beed, Maharashtra (2012)

Convicted for 1 year 
Rigorous
Imprisonment and fine 
of Rs. 6000/-

72 Dr. Dinkar Mule
Osmanabad, Maharashtra (2012)

Convicted for one 
month Rigorous 
Imprisonment and fine 
of Rs 5000/-

73 Dr. Varsha Kasturkar
Osmanabad, Maharashtra (2012)

Convicted for one 
month Rigorous 
Imprisonment and fine 
of Rs 5000/-
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74 Dr. Aruna Gavde
Osmanabad, Maharashtra (2012)

Convicted for one 
month Rigorous 
Imprisonment and fine 
of Rs 5000/-

75 Dr. Umakant Walwekar
Valwekar Mat. Home, Solapur, Maharashtra 
(2012)

Convicted for one year 
Rigorous
Imprisonment and fine 
of Rs 8000/-

76 Dr Dipak Tarlekar
Sangli, Maharashtra (2012)

Convicted for one year 
Rigorous
Imprisonment and 
three month fine of Rs 
6000/-

77 Dr.Smt P.A. Umrekar
Nanded, Maharashtra (2012)

Convicted for Two 
years Rigorous 
Imprisonment and fine 
of Rs 15000/-

78 Dr. Parveen Sidhiki
Osmanabad, Maharashtra (2012)

Convicted for one 
month Rigorous 
Imprisonment and fine 
of Rs 10000/-

79 Dr. Chanchala Bodke
Osmanabad, Maharashtra (2012)

Convicted for one 
month Rigorous 
Imprisonment and fine 
of Rs 10000/-

80 Prakash Bhandari
Ahmad Nagar, Maharashtra (2012)

One year imprisonment 
and fine of Rs. 5000/-

81 Dr. Ramani Ranjan Tripathi
Chief Medical Officer, Mahanadi Coal Field 
Central Hospital, At-Brajrajnagar, Dist-
Jharsuguda, Odisha

3 years imprisonment 
& fine of Rs. 10000/-

82 Dr.S.D.Sharma
People’s Charitable Hospital Research & 
Training Centre Dist-Jharsuguda, Odisha

3 years imprisonment 
& fine of Rs. 10000/-

83 Dr.Purnachandra Pradhan
Sai Ram Hospital, Odisha

3 years imprisonment 
& fine of Rs. 10000/-

84 Dr. Pushp Lata Mittal
Maternity & Scan Centre, Barnala, Punjab

2 yrs R.I. and is also 
fined Rs. 5000/-
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85 Dr. Laxmi Garg
Garg Nursing Home, Rampura Phool (2) 
Champa Devi W/o Chand Bhan, Rampura, 
Bhatinda, Punjab

One year imprisonment 
and fine of Rs. 10,000/- 
(Doctor committed 
suicide)

86 Dr. Manvir Gupta
Prithipal Singh Memorial Hospital, 
Kotkapura, Punjab

Convicted for 2 yrs. 
imprisonment and fine 
of Rs. 10,000/- for sex 
determination and 1 
year sentence for not 
maintaining Form F 
with fine of Rs. 5000/-

87 Dr. Raminderjeet Kaur
Prithipal Singh Memorial Hospital, 
Kotkapura, Punjab

2 years imprisonment 
& fine of Rs. 10,000/-

88 Dr. V. K. Dharni
Ludhiana Clinic & Nursing Home,
Khamano, Punjab

Fine of Rs 1000/-

89 Dr. Ishwar Dass Shalley
Shalley Nursing Home, Sirhind, Punjab

2 years imprisonment 
and fine of Rs. 7000/-

90 Dr. Baldev Singh Dhillon
Dhillon Scan Center, Dhariwal, Punjab

Fine of Rs. 1,000/-

91 Dr, Santokh Singh
Guru Teg Bahadur Hospital, Jalandhar, 
Punjab

3 years imprisonment 
and fine of Rs. 9,000/-

92 Dr. A.S. Chhabra
Field Gunj, Ludhiana, Punjab

10 years imprisonment

93 Dr. Ramandeep, Singh
Indus Hospital, Phase 3B1, Mohali, Punjab

1 year imprisonment & 
fine of Rs. 1000/-

94 Dr. Neelam Kohli
City Diagnostic Centre, Kharar, Mohali, 
Punjab

Fine of Rs.1000/-

95 Dr. Sewa Singh
Mehrok Hospital, Gehri Mandi (Jandiala 
Guru), Amritsar, Punjab

5 years imprisonment
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96 Dr. Pramod Kumar Gupta,
Tilak Ram Hospital, Kotkapura, Punjab

Awarded 3 months 
rigorous
imprisonment with fine 
of Rs. 1,000/-
(Acquitted by Upper 
Court)

97 Dr. Harjit Singh Kang
Bagha Hospital Pathankot road Jalandhar, 
Punjab

Awarded 2 yrs 
imprisonment & fine of 
Rs. 5,000/-
(Acquitted by Upper 
Court)

98 Dr. P.S. Bhandari
Bhandari Ultrasound Scan Centre, Malout, 
Punjab

Awarded 3 yrs 
imprisonment and fine 
of Rs. 1,000/-
(Acquitted by Upper 
Court)

99 Dr. Rita Garg
Punjab

3 months imprisonment 
and fine of Rs. 1000/-
(Acquitted by Upper 
Court)

100 Dr. Vijay Khosla
Punjab

3 months 
imprisonment. 
(Discharged by the 
Order of Court)

The MCI indeed has not updated its intervention since 2012.

5.2 Action taken by State Medical Councils

As per the quarterly progress report (QPR) ending September 2016 received 
from States/ UTs by the Union Ministry of Health and Family Welfare, a 
total of 2,352 court cases were filed by the Appropriate Authorities (AAs) 
for violating the provisions of the PC&PNDT Act. Of these, 386 convictions 
were under PC&PNDT Act and the medical licenses of 108 doctors were 
suspended by the various State Medical Councils following convictions.31 

31.	 Written	Statement	of	Ms.	Anupriya	Patel,	Minister	of	State,	Health	and	Family	Welfare	in	the	Lok	Sabha	on	16	
December	2016	http://pib.nic.in/newsite/erelcontent.aspx?relid=155520	
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The QPR ending September 2016 shows that the highest suspension of 
medical licences following convictions was reported from Maharashtra 
with 68 out of 84 convictions, followed by Rajasthan with 21 out of 137 
convictions, Haryana with 14 out of 66 convictions, Madhya Pradesh with 2 
out of 2 convictions, Gujarat with 1 out of 15 convictions, Punjab with 1 out 
of 31 convictions, and Uttar Pradesh with 1 suspension out of 8 convictions. 
Some States/UTs which secured conviction namely Bihar (1), Himachal 
Pradesh (1), Jammu & Kashmir (1), Odisha (3), Tamil Nadu (18), Telengana 
(1), Uttarakhand (1), and Delhi (17) as in September 2016.32 

However, the 108 suspension of licences of doctors did not include the 
suspension on framing of charges by the courts.

5.2.1. Rajasthan

The Minister of State, Ministry of Health and Family Welfare, Smt. Anupriya 
Patel in Unstarred Question No. 1116 answered 21 July 2017 in Lok Sabha 
stated that as per Quarterly Progress Reports (QPRs) ending March 2017, 
Rajasthan secured 145 convictions under the PC&PNDT Act. Of these, 
Rajasthan Medical Council (RMC) suspended medical licenses of 21 doctors 
following their convictions. While the QPR showed that 652 cases were 
pending in various courts of Rajasthan during the period.33

In the QPR ending September 2016, Rajasthan had secured convictions in 
137 cases with licences of 21 doctors suspended.34 

This indicates that convictions were secured only in eight cases in six months 
but no licenses were suspended in these convicted cases. 

32.	 Written	Statement	of	Ms.	Anupriya	Patel,	Minister	of	State,	Health	and	Family	Welfare	in	the	Lok	Sabha	on	16	
December	2016	http://pib.nic.in/newsite/erelcontent.aspx?relid=155520	

33.	 Written	 Statement	 of	Ms.	Anupriya	 Patel,	 Minister	 of	 State,	 Health	 and	 Family	Welfare	 in	 the	 Lok	 Sabha	
(Unstarred	Question	No.1116)	answered	on	21	July	2017	

34.	 Written	Statement	of	Ms.	Anupriya	Patel,	Minister	of	State,	Health	and	Family	Welfare	in	the	Lok	Sabha	on	16	
December	2016	http://pib.nic.in/newsite/erelcontent.aspx?relid=155520	
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By mid-April 2015, the figure of suspensions was still 21.35 

This shows the RMC’s lack of action to suspend/ cancel registration of doctors 
who were convicted. There is no official information as to in how many of 
these cases the RMC initiated action for suspension of licences following 
framing of charges in courts. It was also not known in how many of these 
cases the AAs reported to the RMC for action.

In July 2012, the RMC had suspended the registration of 12 doctors for 
violation of PC&PNDT Act. Of these, five doctors were involved in sex 
selection and they provided information about the sex of the foetus, while the 
rest violated other provisions of the Act. Eleven of the doctors were from Sri 
Ganganagar district and one is from Udaipur district.36 

5.2.2. Haryana

The Minister of State, Ministry of Health and Family Welfare, Smt. Anupriya 
Patel in Unstarred Question No. 1116 answered 21 July 2017 in Lok Sabha 
stated that as per Quarterly Progress Reports (QPRs) ending March 2017, 
Haryana secured 69 convictions under the PC&PNDT Act. Of these, 
Haryana Medical Council (HMC) suspended medical licenses of only 14 
doctors following their convictions. While the QPR showed that 208 cases 
were pending in various courts in the State during the period.37

On 23 December 2016, Health Minister of Haryana Anil Vij stated that 68 
persons including 44 doctors were convicted and charges were framed by 
the court against 18 doctors under the PC&PNDT Act, of which HMC had 
suspended licences of 20 doctors including 14 licences after conviction by the 
court and six licences after charges were framed by the court.38

35.	 See	S.K.Gupta	vs	Union	of	India	&	ors,	Rajasthan	High	Court,	Jaipur	Bench,	Judgment	delivered	on	15.04.2015	
http://ecourts.gov.in/sites/default/files/SK%20Gupta%20Vs%20Union%20Of%20india.pdf		

36.	 See	‘Sex	determination:	12	doctors	suspended	in	Rajasthan’,	Rediff.com	News,	17	July	2012,	http://www.
rediff.com/news/report/sex-determination-12-doctors-suspended-in-rajasthan/20120717.htm	

37.	 Written	 Statement	 of	Ms.	Anupriya	 Patel,	 Minister	 of	 State,	 Health	 and	 Family	Welfare	 in	 the	 Lok	 Sabha	
(Unstarred	Question	No.1116)	answered	on	21	July	2017	

38.	 See	‘Sex	ratio	improves	in	Haryana,	highest	in	Sirsa:	Vij’	India	Today,	23	December	2016,	http://indiatoday.
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The Minister’s statement and QPR submitted by the State to the Central 
Government clearly did not tally. 

The QPR ending September 2016 also showed suspensions of 14 licenses of 
doctors out of 66 convictions in the State.39 

5.2.3. Delhi

The Minister of State, Ministry of Health and Family Welfare, Smt. Anupriya 
Patel in Unstarred Question No. 1116 answered 21 July 2017 in Lok Sabha 
stated that as per Quarterly Progress Reports (QPRs) ending March 2017, 
Delhi secured 17 convictions under the PC&PNDT Act, of which no license 
of doctors were suspended by Delhi Medical Council. While the QPR showed 
that 95 cases were pending in various courts in the State.40

There is no improvement in the last six months. As per QPR ending 
September 2016, the figure of convictions secured was still 17, while 93 cases 
were pending before various courts of Delhi41, indicating only increase of two 
cases.

But RTI reply received from the Delhi Medical Council by ACHR stated that 
the DMC had taken action against three doctors for violating the provisions 
of the PC&PNDT Act. They were identified as Dr. Rajsingh (Complaint 
No. 1427), Dr. Krishan Gopal Garg (Complaint No. 1563) and Dr. A. S. 
Chauhan (Complaint No. 1781).42 Out of the three doctors, licenses of Dr. 
Rajsingh and Dr Gopal Krishan Gopal Garg cancelled for five years each 
following their convictions by Court in Haryana.

intoday.in/story/sex-ratio-improves-in-haryana-highest-in-sirsa-vij/1/841814.html	

39.	 Written	Statement	of	Ms.	Anupriya	Patel,	Minister	of	State,	Health	and	Family	Welfare	in	the	Lok	Sabha	on	16	
December	2016	http://pib.nic.in/newsite/erelcontent.aspx?relid=155520	

40.	 Written	 Statement	 of	Ms.	Anupriya	 Patel,	 Minister	 of	 State,	 Health	 and	 Family	Welfare	 in	 the	 Lok	 Sabha	
(Unstarred	Question	No.1116)	answered	on	21	July	2017	

41.	 Written	Statement	of	Ms.	Anupriya	Patel,	Minister	of	State,	Health	and	Family	Welfare	in	the	Lok	Sabha	on	16	
December	2016	http://pib.nic.in/newsite/erelcontent.aspx?relid=155520	

42.	 Information	 received	 under	 RTI	Act	 from	 Dr.	 Girish	 Tyagi,	 Registrar	 cum	 Public	 Information	 Officer,	 Delhi	
Medical	Council	by	ACHR	vide	letter	No.	DMC/F.3/RTI/1/2016/25301	dated	8	June	2016	
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The summary of these three cases are given below: 

A. Dr. Rajsingh

On 21 October 2014, the Delhi Medical Council (DMC) removed the name 
of Dr. Rajsingh from State Medical Register of Delhi Medical Council for 
a period of five years. The complaint against Dr. Rajsingh was received 
from Chairman, State Appropriate Authority-cum-Director Genera Health 
Services, Haryana Panchkula. Dr. Raj Kumar Tewatia, Tewatia Ultrasound 
Center, Palwal, who is registered with the Delhi Medical Council with the 
name Dr. Rajsingh, s/o, Chandan Singh, under registration No. 31818 dated 
29th September 2006 with the qualifications of Bachelor of Medicine and 
Bachelor of Surgery, B.N. Mandal University. He was convicted and sentenced 
to one year imprisonment on 4 September 2013 under PC&PNDT Act.43 

B. Dr. Krishna Gopal Garg

In July 2015, the Delhi Medical Council (DMC) had cancelled the licence 
of a doctor identified as Dr. Krishan Gopal Garg for five years after he was 
convicted and sentenced for one year by a Haryana court on 24 May 2015. Dr 
Krishan Gopal Garg was found performing ultrasounds with consent forms 
in English. The patients had just given their thumb impression for consent 
on the forms, while the law mandates that consent should be informed. 
According to the DMC, Dr Krishan Gopal Garg was registered with the 
DMC but running a nursing home at Hodal in Palwal district of Haryana. 
This was the first time that a doctor registered with DMC was convicted 
under the PC&PNDT Act.44 

C. Dr. A. S. Chauhan

In February 2016, the DMC suspended the license of Dr A.S. Chauhan, a 
radiologist who was caught performing sex-determination tests along with a 

43.	 See	order	No.	DMC/DC/F.14/Comp.1427/2/2014/	dated	21st	October,	2014	of	Delhi	Medical	Council

44.	 See	 ‘Doctor	 convicted	 under	 PC	 PNDT	Act,	 licence	 cancelled’,	 The	 Indian	 Express,	 10	 July	 2015,	 http://
indianexpress.com/article/cities/delhi/doctor-convicted-under-pc-pndt-act-licence-cancelled/	
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tout at MGS, Super Speciality Hospital, Punjabi Bagh. The doctor was caught 
red handed in a decoy operation conducting sex determination. The doctor 
had been identified as a repeat offender.45

5.2.4. Gujarat

The Minister of State, Ministry of Health and Family Welfare, Smt. Anupriya 
Patel in Unstarred Question No. 1116 answered 21 July 2017 in Lok Sabha 
stated that as per Quarterly Progress Reports (QPRs) ending March 2017, 
Gujarat secured 17 convictions under the PC&PNDT Act, of which five 
licenses of doctors were suspended by Gujarat Medical Council. While the 
QPR showed no pendency of cases in courts.46

As of December 2015, a total of 349 court cases were filed across Gujarat 
under the PC&PNDT Act. Out of those, 187 cases were disposed of and 
of the disposed of cases; conviction was secured only in nine cases while 
178 cases resulted in acquittal. Another 162 cases were pending in various 
courts.47 The conviction increased to 15 convictions as in September 2016 
as per QPR submitted to the Union Ministry of Health and Family Affairs. 
However, the Gujarat Medical Council suspended medical licence of only 1 
doctor out of 15 convictions secured as in September 2016.48

Interestingly, the QPR ending September 2016 submitted to the Union 
Ministry of Health and Family Welfare also showed no pending/ongoing 
cases in the State.49 It indicated that either the cases resulted in acquittal or 
the information submitted in the QPR was false/ erroneous.

45.	 See	 ‘Delhi	Medical	Council	 rakes	up	 sex-determination	 issue	 following	 several	 violations’,	Daily	News	and	
Analysis,	 20	 February	 2016	 http://www.dnaindia.com/locality/new-delhi/delhi-medical-council-rakes-sex-
determination-issue-following-several-violations-85805	

46.	 Written	 Statement	 of	Ms.	Anupriya	 Patel,	 Minister	 of	 State,	 Health	 and	 Family	Welfare	 in	 the	 Lok	 Sabha	
(Unstarred	Question	No.1116)	answered	on	21	July	2017	

47  . Girls Count: Civil Society Report Card on PCPNDT, December 2015; Available at: http://www.girlscount.in/
publications/Report%20Card%202015%20-%20final.pdf

48.	 Written	Statement	of	Ms.	Anupriya	Patel,	Minister	of	State,	Health	and	Family	Welfare	in	the	Lok	Sabha	on	16	
December	2016	http://pib.nic.in/newsite/erelcontent.aspx?relid=155520	

49.	 Written	Statement	of	Ms.	Anupriya	Patel,	Minister	of	State,	Health	and	Family	Welfare	in	the	Lok	Sabha	on	16	
December	2016	http://pib.nic.in/newsite/erelcontent.aspx?relid=155520	
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However, on the basis of media reports, the Gujarat Medical Council had on 30 
April 2016 cancelled the registrations of five doctors for allegedly conducting 
prenatal sex determination test. The doctors were identified as Dr Kalpana 
Purohit and Dr Kirit Rajput, whose registrations were cancelled for five years 
each, Dr Raxit Patel and Dr Paresh Sheth, whose registration were cancelled 
for four weeks, and Dr Arvindkumar Sharma whose registration was cancelled 
till he is cleared of the charges against him under the PC&PNDT Act.50 Out 
of these five doctors, Dr Paresh Sheth, whose registrations was cancelled for 
four weeks, was allegedly caught twice for violating the provisions of the 
PC&PNDT Act, first in 2009 and again on 2 April 2015. However, the 
authorities failed to frame charges against Dr. Sheth as on 30 April 2016 
when the GMC passed its order.51

5.2.5. Maharashtra

The Minister of State, Ministry of Health and Family Welfare, Smt. 
Anupriya Patel in Unstarred Question No. 1116 answered 21 July 2017 in 
Lok Sabha stated that as per Quarterly Progress Reports (QPRs) ending 
March 2017, Maharashtra secured second highest convictions with 88 under 
the PC&PNDT Act. Of these, the state reported suspension of 69 doctors’ 
licenses by Maharashtra Medical Council, the highest by any state. While the 
QPR showed that 572 cases were pending in various courts in the State.52

Maharashtra Medical Council (MMC) had suspended only one licenses 
following conviction despite four convictions were secured in the last six 
months. As per QPR ending September 2016, the number of suspensions of 
licenses was 68 and convictions were secured in 84 cases.53 

50.	 See	‘Gujarat	Medical	Council	cancels	registrations	of	five	doctors	for	carrying	out	prenatal	sex	determination	
test’,	 India	Medical	 Times,	 3	May	 2016,	 http://www.indiamedicaltimes.com/2016/05/03/gujarat-medical-
council-cancels-registrations-of-five-doctors-for-carrying-out-prenatal-sex-determination-test/	

51.	 See	‘5	doctors	lose	registration’,	The	Times	of	India,	1	May	2016,	http://timesofindia.indiatimes.com/city/
ahmedabad/5-doctors-lose-registration/articleshow/52060585.cms	

52.	 Written	 Statement	 of	Ms.	Anupriya	 Patel,	 Minister	 of	 State,	 Health	 and	 Family	Welfare	 in	 the	 Lok	 Sabha	
(Unstarred	Question	No.1116)	answered	on	21	July	2017	

53.	 Written	Statement	of	Ms.	Anupriya	Patel,	Minister	of	State,	Health	and	Family	Welfare	in	the	Lok	Sabha	on	16	
December	2016	http://pib.nic.in/newsite/erelcontent.aspx?relid=155520	
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Earlier on 15 June 2016, the MMC on an RTI query informed ACHR that 
MMC had taken action against a total of 132 doctors in the State. The action 
includes suspension of licences of 60 doctors, removal of names from register 
of two doctors, 49 doctors were issued warning and 18 doctors were issued 
letter of advice including those who were acquitted by courts, while 1 doctor 
had expired.54 

At the QPR ending September 2016, 567 cases were pending in the State55, 
which increased to 572 as in March 2017, indicating that only five cases were 
filed in six months.

ACHR had documented some cases of suspension of medical licences of 
doctors by MMC as highlighted below:

	 •	 In	 December	 2011,	 the	 Maharashtra	 Medical	 Council	 (MMC)	
suspended the registration of five doctors till the pendency of their 
cases for conducting illegal sex determination in violation of the 
provisions of the PC&PNDT Act. The doctors were identified as 
Madhav Trimbakrao Sanap, Sayyad Tarak Ahmad Sayyad, Bhausaheb 
Haribhau Katkar, Keertikumar Vasant Argade and Mohankumar 
Bandopant Nagane. The offence against Dr Sanap and Dr Sayyad was 
registered in 2005. Dr Katkar and Dr Nangane were booked in 2006 
and Dr Argade in 2009.56 

	 •	 In	June	2012,	the	Maharashtra	Medical	Council	(MMC)	suspended	the	
registrations of 13 doctors till the pendency of their cases for disclosing 
the sex of foetus. The suspended doctors include Dr Sudam and Dr 
Saraswati Munde.57

54.	 Information	 received	 under	 RTI	 Act	 from	 R.	 G.	 Janjal,	 Registrar/Public	 Information	 Officer,	 Maharashtra	
Medical	Council	by	ACHR	vide	letter	No.	MMC/RTI/02777/2016/02210	dated	6	June	2016	15	June	2016

55.	 Written	Statement	of	Ms.	Anupriya	Patel,	Minister	of	State,	Health	and	Family	Welfare	in	the	Lok	Sabha	on	16	
December	2016	http://pib.nic.in/newsite/erelcontent.aspx?relid=155520	

56.	 See	‘5	docs	suspended	over	sex-determination	tests’,	The	Times	of	India,	20	December	2011,	http://epaper.
timesofindia.com/Repository/getFiles.asp?Style=OliveXLib:LowLevelEntityToPrint_TOINEW&Type=text/
html&Locale=english-skin-custom&Path=TOIBG/2011/12/20&ID=Ar01000	

57.	 See	 ‘Registrations	 of	 13	 doctors	 suspended	 by	medical	 council’,	 Hindustan	Times,	 17	 June	 2012,	 http://
www.hindustantimes.com/mumbai/registrations-of-13-doctors-suspended-by-medical-council/story-
q6WbHHvAvj3zPi2Ig9wPRO.html	
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	 •	 In	 April	 2013,	 the	 Maharashtra	 Medical	 Council	 suspended	 the	
registration of three doctors of JP Hospital in Andheri, Mumbai for 
five years for illegal sex determination. The doctors were identified as 
Dr Ivan Rocha, Dr Prabhudas Solanki and Dr Romineni Somaiah. Dr 
Rocha, a consultant at JP Hospital, was caught on camera revealing the 
sex of a foetus during a sting operation conducted in July 2011. While 
the two other doctors were owners of the hospital.58 In September 
2013, the Bombay High Court quashed the suspension order of Dr 
Prabhudas Solanki and Dr Romineni Somaiah after they approached 
the Court.59

	 •	 In	May	2016,	the	MMC	suspended	the	registration	of	Dr.	Arun	Patil	
and Dr. Shobhana Patil till the pendency of their cases after filing 
of the chargesheet against them under the PC&PNDT Act by the 
Appropriate Authority. The complaint against the two doctors was 
received on the Public Health department website www.amchimulgi.
gov.in in 2012. On 3 September 2016, the first class judicial Magistrate 
of Pimpalgaon Baswant court in Nashik sentenced Dr Arun Daulat 
Patil and his wife Dr Shobhana Arun Patil to three year imprisonment 
and fine of Rs 5,000.60 

5.2.6. Punjab

The Minister of State, Ministry of Health and Family Welfare, Smt. Anupriya 
Patel in Unstarred Question No. 1116 answered 21 July 2017 in Lok Sabha 
stated that as per Quarterly Progress Reports (QPRs) ending March 2017, 
Punjab reported 31 convictions under the PC&PNDT Act. Of these, only 

58.	 See	‘3	Mumbai	doctors	suspended	for	5	years	for	illegal	sex	determination’,	Hindustan	Times,	1	May	2013,	
http://www.hindustantimes.com/mumbai/3-mumbai-doctors-suspended-for-5-years-for-illegal-sex-
determination/story-Wa1AL1xFTYcKO9yDfOi3OO.html	

59.	 See	 ‘HC	 quashes	 suspension	 of	 two	 doctors	 accused	 of	 sex	 determination	 tests’,	 The	 Times	 of	 India,	 2	
September	 2013,	 http://timesofindia.indiatimes.com/city/mumbai/HC-quashes-suspension-of-two-doctors-
accused-of-sex-determination-tests/articleshow/22219029.cms	

60.	 See	‘Two	doctors	get	three-year	imprisonment’,	United	News	of	India,	4	September	2016,	http://www.uniindia.
com/two-doctors-get-three-year-imprisonment/other/news/612740.html	 &	 ‘Sex	 determination	 lands	 doc	
couple	in	jail	for	three	years’,	The	Times	of	India,	4	September	2016,	http://timesofindia.indiatimes.com/
city/nashik/Sex-determination-lands-doc-couple-in-jail-for-three-years/articleshow/54001412.cms	
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one medical license was suspended, while 135 cases were pending in various 
courts of the State.61

The QPR ending September 2016 also showed 31 convictions and one 
suspension of medical license by Punjab Medical Council in the State, 
whereas 193 cases were pending in various courts in the State during the 
given period.62 

In other words, there was no progress except that the pendency has decreased 
by 58 cases. As no conviction was secured or licences suspended, it can be 
safely presumed that the AA lost the cases.

In an RTI reply dated 6 June 2016 to ACHR, the PMC provided information 
of only four doctors whose licenses were suspended. They were identified as 
Dr. Surinder Kumar Jain and Dr. Reena Jain of Surindra Ultra Sound Scan 
and Jain Nursing Home, Malerkotla; Dr. Pardeep Ohri of Satyam Untrasound 
Centre and Ohri Nursing Home, G.T. Road, Putlighar, Amritsar; and Dr. 
Ramandeep Singh, Sahib Nursing Home, Jaindiala Road, Tarn Taran.63

5.2.7. Uttar Pradesh

Uttar Pradesh reported 12 convictions under the PC&PNDT Act as per QPR 
ending March 2017. Of these, only one medical license was suspended, while 
139 cases were pending in various courts of the State.64

There was no progress with respect to both conviction and suspension as the 
figure was same during QPR ending September 2016. 

61.	 Written	 Statement	 of	Ms.	Anupriya	 Patel,	 Minister	 of	 State,	 Health	 and	 Family	Welfare	 in	 the	 Lok	 Sabha	
(Unstarred	Question	No.1116)	answered	on	21	July	2017	

62.	 Written	Statement	of	Ms.	Anupriya	Patel,	Minister	of	State,	Health	and	Family	Welfare	in	the	Lok	Sabha	on	16	
December	2016	http://pib.nic.in/newsite/erelcontent.aspx?relid=155520	

63.	 Information	 received	under	RTI	Act	 from	Public	 Information	Officer,	Punjab	Medical	Council	by	ACHR	vide	
letter	No.	PMC/2016/11893	dated	6	June	2016

64.	 Written	 Statement	 of	Ms.	Anupriya	 Patel,	 Minister	 of	 State,	 Health	 and	 Family	Welfare	 in	 the	 Lok	 Sabha	
(Unstarred	Question	No.1116)	answered	on	21	July	2017	
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According to Joint Director, Family Welfare, the Government of Uttar 
Pradesh, a total of 190 cases were filed in various courts in Uttar Pradesh from 
2002 to 2016 (as on 26 September). Out of the total 190 cases, 37 cases were 
disposed off and conviction was secured only in 12 cases namely 1 in Bijnaur, 
1 in Muzaffarnagar, 1 in Kaushambi, 2 in Maharajganj, 1 in Siddharth Nagar, 
2 in Bahraich, 1 in Moradabad, 1 in Barabanki, 1 in Farrukhabad and 1 in 
Deoria.65 

The September QPR stated that the Uttar Pradesh Medical Council suspended 
licence of one doctor on conviction.66 

In other words, there was no progress except that the pendency has decreased 
by 51 cases. As no conviction was secured or licences suspended, it can be 
safely presumed that the AA lost the cases.

5.2.8. Himachal Pradesh

There was also no progress in Himachal Pradesh. As per QPR ending March 
2017, conviction was secured only in one case with no suspension and one 
pendency.67

The situation was same as per QPR ending September 2016.68 On 16 
December 2016, the Minister of State (Health and Family Welfare), Ms 
Anupriya Patel stated in the Lok Sabha that no licence of any doctor was 
suspended by the Himachal Pradesh State Medical Council on conviction as 
in September 2016.69 

65.	 See	‘Number	of	cases	filed	for	violation	of	the	PC&PNDT	Act’	http://www.pyaribitiya.in/Dynamic/NewsList.
aspx	

66.	 Written	Statement	of	Ms.	Anupriya	Patel,	Minister	of	State,	Health	and	Family	Welfare	in	the	Lok	Sabha	on	16	
December	2016	http://pib.nic.in/newsite/erelcontent.aspx?relid=155520	

67.	 Written	 Statement	 of	Ms.	Anupriya	 Patel,	 Minister	 of	 State,	 Health	 and	 Family	Welfare	 in	 the	 Lok	 Sabha	
(Unstarred	Question	No.1116)	answered	on	21	July	2017	

68.	 Effective	Implementation	of	PNDT	Act,	Press	Information	Bureau,	Government	of	India	(Ministry	of	Health	and	
Family	Welfare),	3	March	2015,	http://pib.nic.in/newsite/PrintRelease.aspx?relid=116303		

69.	 Written	Statement	of	Ms.	Anupriya	Patel,	Minister	of	State,	Health	and	Family	Welfare	in	the	Lok	Sabha	on	16	
December	2016	http://pib.nic.in/newsite/erelcontent.aspx?relid=155520	
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Earlier, the Registrar of Himachal Pradesh State Medical Council on 3 June 
2016 in response to an RTI reply also informed ACHR that no licence/ 
registration of doctors were suspended/cancelled across the State since 1994.70

5.2.9. Uttarakhand

Uttarakhand reported one conviction as per its QPR ending March 2017 
submitted to the Central Government but no license was suspended, while 51 
cases were pending at various courts of the State.71

In its December 2016 QPR, the State Government of Uttarakhand stated that 
the AA had filed 14 court cases. The QPR also stated that 14 court cases were 
pending, while 10 cases were disposed of.72 

The names of the doctors which cases were pending included i) Dr. Vinod 
Chauhan (2004), ii) Dr. A K Srivastava (2015), iii) Dr. Chitra Agrawal 
(2009), iv) Dr. Aparajita Rawal (2013), v) Dr. M C Sati (2013), vi) Dr. Pratap 
Singh Khokhar (2013), vii) Dr. A. K.Varma & Others (2015), viii) Dr. C. L. 
Kohli (2016), ix) Dr. Kasmir Singh (2016), x) Dr. Ashis Kumar (2016), xi) 
Uttarakhand sarkaar vs. Seeta Pithoragarth (2016), and xii) CMO Chamoli vs. 
Dr. Aashis Kumar (2016). While the disposed of cases included were i) Dr. J 
K Ahuja (2014), ii) Dr. V K Verma (2014), iii) Dr. Chandra Kant Joshi (2014), 
iv) Dr. Ratna Pandey (2015), v) Dr. Pramod Tyagi (2014), vi) D.S. Bangari 
(2013), vii) Dr. Chitra Agrawal (2013), viii) Dr. Aprajita Rawal (2013), ix)  
Dr. Madhu Khandori (2015), and x) Dr. Candrakanta Joshi (2015).73

70.	 Information	received	under	RTI	Act	from	Dr.	Ramesh	Azad,	Registrar,	Himachal	Pradesh	State	Medical	Council	
by	ACHR	vide	letter	No.	HP(Medical-Council)2/07-694	dated	03	June	2016	

71.	 Written	 Statement	 of	Ms.	Anupriya	 Patel,	 Minister	 of	 State,	 Health	 and	 Family	Welfare	 in	 the	 Lok	 Sabha	
(Unstarred	Question	No.1116)	answered	on	21	July	2017	

72.	 Quarterly	 Report	 for	 the	 quarter	 ended	 on	 31st	 December	 2016	 on	 the	 implementation	 of	 the	 PCPNT	Act	
as	uploaded	by	the	Uttarakhand	Health	and	Family	Welfare	Society;	Available	at:	http://www.ukhfws.org/
details.php?pgID=sb_55

73.	 Quarterly	 Report	 for	 the	 quarter	 ended	 on	 31st	 December	 2016	 on	 the	 implementation	 of	 the	 PCPNT	Act	
as	uploaded	by	the	Uttarakhand	Health	and	Family	Welfare	Society;	Available	at:	http://www.ukhfws.org/
details.php?pgID=sb_55
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The latest information showed that the 37 more cases were filed in the court, 
which remained pending. 

However, the lack of suspension indicates that the AA did not submit any 
report to the Uttarakhand Medical Council for action both on framing of 
charges in courts and on conviction secured in the one case.
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