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| TEM NO. 37 COURT NO. 11 SECTI ON Xl

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).15153/2009

(From the judgenent and order dated 04/03/2009 in WP No. 2286/2009
of The H GH COURT OF ALLAHABAD, LUCKNOW BENCH AT LUCKNOW

STATE OF U. P. Petitioner(s)

VERSUS
DEV EDUCATI ON COLLEGE & ORS. Responde
(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)
Date: 18/03/2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR, JUSTICE G S. SI NGHV
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE ASCK KUMAR GANGULY

Shrish Kumar M sra, Adv.
Mukul Si ngh, Adv.

For Petitioner(s)

Pal | av Sisodia, Sr.Adv.
Anmeet Si ngh, Adv.

Par eena Swar up, Adv.
Prashant Chaudhary, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

s SFsS 55

Suni| Kumar Jai n, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

This petition is directed against order dated
4. 3.2009 passed by the Division Bench of the Al ahabad
H gh Court whereby direction was given for conpletion
of t he counsel l'ing by 31. 3. 2009 for adm ssi on
eligible students in the B. Ed. Course.

Wi | e i sSsui ng notice  of the specia
petition on 22.7.2009, this Court stayed the order of
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the Hi gh Court.
On 31.1.2011, |earned counsel appearing for
respondent no.1 informed the Court that the students
who were admitted pursuant to the interimorder of the
H gh Court were allowed to take exami nation and their

nt (s)

of

| eave

resul t has al r eady been decl ar ed. After t ak

cogni zance of his statenent, the Court directed the
Regi strar of Dr. B. R Anbedakar University, Agra to
file an af fidavit and show as to
circunmstances, result of the students was declared in
spite of the interimorder passed by this Court.

In conpl i ance of t he af oresai d
affidavit of Shri Shatrughan Singh, Registrar, Dr. B.R
Anbedakar University was filed on 7.2.2011
of the affidavit shows that result of the students who
were adnmitted on the basis of the counselling held in
pursuance of the interimorder of the H gh Court was

ng

under what

or der,

A perusa

an



declared in view of other interimorders passed by the

H gh Court.

Shri Pallav Sisodia, |earned senior counse
appeari ng for r espondent No. 1 submitted t hat t he
students, whose result was declared by the University
had been admtted in May, 2009 and t her ef or e, t he
interim or der passed by this Court did not i mpede
declaration of their result. Learned counsel for the
petitioner has not di sput ed this st at ement but
submitted t hat t he Uni versity was not justified in

declaring the result ignoring the fact that legality
and correctness of the order passed by the High Court
was pendi ng consi deration before this Court.

In our view, it is not possible to castigate
the University for having declared the result of the
students who were admtted in May, 2009 because this
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Court had passed interimorder only on 22.7.2009. That
apart, once t he result of t he students has been

decl ared, we do not consider it necessary to decide the
questions raised in the special |eave petition and fee
that ends of justice will be net by requesting the High
Court to dispose of the nmain petition at the earliest.

The speci al | eave petition is accordi ngly
di sposed of.
However , it is made cl ear t hat the order

under chal l enge shall not be construed as precedent for
any purpose what soever.

(A. D. Sharnma) (Phool an Wati Arora)
Court Master Court Master



