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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 1949/2000

Birla Institute of Technol ogy .. Appel I ant (s)
(DY)

Vs.

Jaya Shree & Os. .. Respondent ( s)
(Prayer for interimrelief)

DATE . 7.8.2001 Thi s/ These matter (s) was/were
called on for hearing today.

CORAM
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE S. RAJENDRA BABU
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE DORAI SWAMY RAJU
For Appellant (s) : M. Vikas Singh, Adv.
M. Prashant Chaudhary, Adv.

For Respondent (s) : Ms. Leela Pujari, Adv.
M. V.B. Joshi, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng

ORDER
............ P
. SP2
The appeal stands disposed of as having becone
i nfructuous.
. SP1
(Meenu Set hi) (Om Prakash )
Court Master Court Master
Signed order is placed on the file
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
ClVIL APPEAL NO. 1949 CF 2000@@
660000000600 0000060000000600;
Birla Institute of technol ogy .. Appel | ant

(Deened University)

Vs.



M ss Jaya Shree & Os. .. Respondent s

O R D E_R@@

The question involved in this case is one
relating to adnmission of a student to the appellant
institute. The contention put forth on behalf of the
appellant is that there was sone reservation in favour of
the candidates who are children of the nenbers of the
staff of the institute and inasnuch as the respondent’s
brother had already been provided with a seat in the
institute that for the second tine such a facility could
not be given to the respondent. However, the High Court
did not agree with that contention and directed adm ssion
of the respondent (Jaya Shree).

When the natter was brought up before us while
directing issue of notice we granted interimstay of the
operation of the inpugned order of the Hi gh Court. Thus
the respondent was wunable to get admission in the
institute. In the circunstances, as the course is now
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coming to an end this year no useful purpose wll be
served by reexanining the various questions that were
adj udi cated before the High Court. Suffice to say, the
questions arising in this nmatter are kept open for
consideration in an appropriate case. The appea
therefore st ands di sposed of as havi ng becone
i nfructuous.
. SP1

[ DORAI SWAMY RAJU] @@
A

New Del hi , @@
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August 7, 2001.



