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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

STATE OF PUNJAB

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
ClVIL APPEAL NQ(s). 2714 OF 2007

Appel lant (s)
VERSUS

B. K. KANUNGO & ORS. Respondent ( s)

Date: 01/08/2013

CORAM :

This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

HON BLE MR JUSTICE T.S. THAKUR
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE VI KRAMAJI T SEN

For Appellant(s)

For Respondent (s)

M. Saurabh Ajay Qupta, AAG Punjab
M. Kul dip Singh, Adv.
M. Saurabh Singhal, Adv.

M. Amtesh Kumar, Adv.
M. Navin Prakash, Adv.
MS. Anjani Kr. Dubey, Adv.

M. T.V. Ratnam, Adv
M. Tushar Bakshi, Adv.

M. S.Ranjith Kurrar Adv.
M. T.V. CGeorge , Adv

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng

ORDER

The appeal is disposed of in terns of the signed order.

| (Shashi Sareen) | | (Veena Khera)

| Court Master

| STATE OF PUNJAB

| | Court Master

(Signed order is placed on the file)

I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CVviL APPEAL No. 2714 COF 2007

|...| Appellant(s)

Ver sus



| B. K. KANUNGO AND ORS. | ...|] Respondent(s)

ORDER

M. Saurabh Ajay Gupta, Learned AAG appearing on behalf of
respondent-State submts on instructions that the candi dates selected
for appointnent as Director of respondent No. 3 institute resigned on
22.08.2008. A fresh notice was then issued inviting applications from
el i gi bl e candi dates for appoi ntment agai nst the vacancy caused by the
resignati on and based on the selection process conducted by the
competent authority Professor Sunil Pandy appointed as Director of the
Institute w.e.f. 12.08.2011 by the Central Governnent as the
Institute had in the neantime been declared to be a deened university

under Section 3 of the University Gants Commission Act, 1956.
He submits that in the light of the said subsequent devel opnent, this
appeal has becone infructuous and nmay be di sposed of as such

| eavi ng the question of |aw raised open. We order accordingly. No
costs.

(T. S. THAKUR)

....................... J.
(VI KRAMAJI T SEN)

New Del hi ,
August 1, 2013



