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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+  W.P. (C) 3170/2020   

 PIA SINGH             ..... Petitioner 

Through:   Mr.Nishant Khatri, Advocate 

 

     versus 

 

NATIONAL LAW UNIVERSITY DELHI        .... Respondent

   Through: Mr.Sanjay Vashishtha and Mr.S.D. 

     Sharmka, Advocates for NLU 

  Mr.Ramesh Singh, SC with Ms.Tara 

  Narula and Ms.Bhawana Kataria, 

  Advocates for GNCTD 

CORAM: 

HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE HIMA KOHLI 

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SUBRAMONIUM PRASAD 
 

   O R D E R 

%    14.07.2020 

HEARD THROUGH VIDEO CONFERENCING 

CM 14950/2020 (Exemption) 

Allowed subject to all just exceptions. 

REVIEW PETITION 113/2020 (by the petitioner for seeking review of 

the order dated 29.06.2020) 
 

1. This application has been moved by the petitioner praying inter alia 

for reviewing the order dated 29.06.2020, passed by this Court whereunder 

50% horizontal reservation introduced by the respondent No.1/NLU Delhi 

has been stayed for making admissions in the academic year 2020-2021. 

2. The only ground for seeking review of the order dated 29.06.2020, is 

that while hearing arguments addressed by Mr.N.K. Kaul, learned Senior 

Advocate appearing for the petitioner in the lead matter, W.P.(C) No. 
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3454/2020, this court had only considered the issue of horizontal reservation 

and counsel for the petitioner herein, did not get an opportunity to raise the 

second issue with regard to vertical reservation. In para 6 of the application, 

it has been averred that “the Court heard arguments on the common issue at 

length but disconnected the video conference without giving an opportunity 

to the petitioner to make her submissions on the second issue”.  It has also 

been stated that the court did not give opportunity to the petitioner to address 

arguments by citing paucity of time.   

 

3. We take strong exception to the averments made in para 6 of the 

review application, particularly, when it is a matter of record that arguments 

on the interim applications had commenced on 25.06.2020 in the post lunch 

session and carried on well past 5 PM.  Right through the hearing conducted 

on the said date, no effort was made by learned counsel for the petitioner to 

intervene or seek permission to address additional argument. Mr.N.K. Kaul, 

learned Senior Advocate appearing for the petitioner in W.P.(C) No. 

3454/2020, Mr.Ramesh Singh, learned Standing Counsel (Civil), GNCTD 

and Mr.Vashishtha, learned counsel for the NLU, Delhi were heard at 

length.  Learned counsel for the petitioner in the instant case did not raise 

the issue of vertical reservation for the OBC and EWS category of students.  

After hearing the arguments, judgment was reserved on 25.06.2020.  Hence 

the submission made by Mr.Khatri, learned counsel for the petitioner that 

the video conference hearing was disconnected by the Court is most 

unacceptable.   
 

4. Even if it is assumed for a moment that learned counsel for the 

petitioner had wished to make submissions and the hearing was cut short by 
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this court, nothing prevented him from moving an application on the very 

next day seeking permission to address additional arguments particularly, 

when reserving order on the interim applications, the judgment was 

pronounced after 3 days on 29.06.2020.  It is noteworthy that even after 

29.06.2020, it has taken learned counsel for the petitioner two more weeks 

to approach this court for filing the present review petition.   

5. In the meantime, on the Government of NCT of Delhi moving an 

application in W.P.(C) No. 3454/2020, seeking clarification of the order 

dated 29.06.2020 regarding the vertical reservation, this court had passed an 

order on 07.07.2020, clarifying inter alia that the order passed on 

29.06.2020, was confined to horizontal reservation and not to vertical 

reservation. Pursuant to the aforesaid clarification, the respondent No. 

1/NLU, Delhi has issued an Addendum to the Revised Notification, on 

08.07.2020 and has filed a compliance affidavit that was taken on record 

only yesterday. 

6. In all this duration, the petitioner has been waiting on the sidelines, 

not moving an inch to approach the court with her purported grievance of 

being deprived of an opportunity to address arguments on the issue of 

vertical reservation. 

7. For the above reasons, we decline to entertain the present review 

application, which is dismissed as meritless.     

      

     HIMA KOHLI, J 

 

SUBRAMONIUM PRASAD, J 

JULY 14, 2020/SU 


