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| TEM NO 4 COURT NO. 2 SECTION |V

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

I.A NO 8 OF 2012 IN G VIL APPEAL NO 9717 OF 2011

PARVENDER KUMAR & ORS. Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
STATE OF HARYANA & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for nodification and office report)

Dat e: 03/04/ 2012 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ALTAMAS KABI R
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE J. CHELAMESWAR
HON BLR MR, JUSTI CE FAKKI R MOHAMED | BRAHI M KALI FULLA

For Appel I ant(s) M. P. Narasinmhan, AOR
For Respondent (s)/ M. M N. Krishnamani, Sr. Adv.
Appl i cant M. Anj ani Kumar M shra, AOR
M. Shai | endra Kumar M shra, Adv.
M. Amt Kumar, Adv.
For University M. Rajat Rathee, Adv.
M. Raj ender Prasad, ACR
For R-24 to 34 M . Dependra Hudda, Adv.
M. Dilip Kumar Sharnma, Adv.
M. Atishi D pankar, AOR
For State of Dr. Moni ka Gusain, AOR

Har yana

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

I.A No.9 of 2012
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I.A No.9 of 2012, has been filed in C A No.9717 of
2011, which was di sposed of by this Court by an order dated
9th January, 2012. In the GCivil Appeal, this Court was
considering the cases of five persons, who clained that they
had been wongly deprived of adnission in the Post-G aduate
or Di pl oma courses being offered for the new academ ¢ year
Wil e considering the matter, it was brought to our
notice t hat t he cases of t he five candi dat es
been
rej ected on account of the fact t hat t hey
r
deposited t he adm ssi on fees nor their

a

had

had
nei t he

origin



t he

be

es

t he

certificates, at the time of interview However, while
considering the matter, it transpired that Dr. Jai Singh and
Dr. Rajiv Dabl a had, in fact, complied with bot h

requirenents and, accordi ngly, we directed t hat t hey

admitted in the Post-Gaduate or Diplona courses for which
they had been selected, in the new acadeni c year. The cas

of the other applicants were rejected since they failed to
satisfy t he Court that they had al so complied with

requirenents.

I.A No.9 of 2012, has now been filed by Dr. Ja
Singh and Dr. Rajiv Dabla, inter alia, for a direction upon
the concerned authorities that they should be put at the top
of the Iist of candidates for the Post-G aduate or Diplonma
courses to which they had been selected earlier, for the
pur pose of counseling for the session 2012-2013.

Lear ned counsel appeari ng for Pandi t Bhagwan

Sharma Post Graduate Institute of Medical Sciences, Rohtak
Har yana, has no difficulty as far as such prayer

concerned, since a direction had been given by this Court in
the earlier order that they should be adnitted in the said
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cour ses.

Accordingly, the prayer is allowed and |.A No.9 of
2012, i s di sposed of with a further di rection upon t he
University authorities to place the applicants at the top of
the list of candidates, for the group for which they had
been sel ected for the new acadeni ¢ session

I.A No.8 of 2012

I.A No.8 of 2012, has been filed by one Dr. Suresh
Godar a, one of t he three candi dat es, whose claim was
rejected earlier on the ground that he had not conplied with
the requirenents, as indicated in the order disposing of
I.A No.9 of 2012.

M. M N. Kri shnamani , | ear ned seni or counse
appearing on behalf of the applicant, tried to convince us
that the fees had been paid and, in fact, the origina

docunent s had been pr oduced at t he time of i nterview.
However , we are unabl e to accept M. Kri shnamani’s
subni ssi ons on the basis of the docunments produced by himin

Court today.

Accordingly, the prayer made in I. A No.8 of 2012 is
rej ected.



(Chetan Kunar) (Jugi nder Kaur)
Court Master Assi stant Regi strar



