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                       Civil Appeal No.2458 OF 1998

Bagyashri S. Madbhavikar          Appellant (s)

                    vs.
State of Goa & Ors.          Respondent (s) 

Date:18/3/2004 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE BRIJESH KUMAR
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ARUN KUMAR

For Appellant (s)
                         Mr. Ashok Kumar Sharma,ADv.

For Respondent (s)       Ms. A. Subhashini,Adv.
                         Mr. S. Thananjay,Adv. 
                         For Mr. M.A. Chinnasamy,Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
   O R D E R  
     The appeal is dismissed in terms of the signed order.

(Sarojbala)(Promila Nagpal)
       PA to Addl.Registrar                     Court Master       
(The signed order is placed on the file)

                        IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
CIVIL APPEAL NO.2458 OF 1998
Bagyashri S. Madbhavikar                 Appellant(s)

Vs.
State of Goa & Ors.                      Respondent(s)

O R D E R 

The appellant claimed benefit as scheduled castes candidate for admission  in Goa Medical Coll
ege Bambolin, Goa for the MBBS course in the session 1997-98.  The prospectus  provided for re
servation of seats for scheduled castes candidates of Goa.  Undisputedly, the parents of the a
ppellant belong to scheduled castes  as indicated in the schedule for the State of Maharashtra
.  It is submitted that the appellant’s started residing in Goa and she  herself was born in G
oa.  We do not think it makes any difference.  The  matter is covered by the decision in the c
ase of  Marri Chandra Shekharao vs. Dean, Seth G.B. Medical College & Others reported in 1990 
(3) SCC 130.  It is also informed that Respondent No. 11 who was given admission against the r
eserved seat and  originally belonged to Goa, has completed the course against the reserved se
at and he is doing his internship.
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    In the facts and circumstances of the case, as indicated above we do not find any good gro
und to interfere into the matter.  The appeal is, therefore, dismissed.

.......................J.
(BRIJESH KUMAR)

.......................J.
(ARUN KUMAR)

NEW DELHI
MARCH 18, 2004.


