IN THE H GH COURT OF GUJARAT AT AHMEDABAD

SPECI AL CI VIL APPLI CATI ON No 2457 of 1983

For Approval and Signature:

1. Whet her Reporters of Local Papers nay be all owed
to see the judgenments?

2. To be referred to the Reporter or not?

3. VWhet her Their Lordships w sh to see the fair copy
of the judgenent?

4, Whet her this case involves a substantial question
of law as to the interpretation of the Constitution
of India, 1950 of any Order nmde thereunder?

5. VWhether it is to be circulated to the Cvil Judge?
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JUDGVENT

The petitioner and the respondent No.6 were the
candidates for selection for the post of Assistant

Prof essor of Orthopaedic Surgery. |In the selection, the
respondent No.6 was selected and the petitioner was not
sel ect ed. By this petition, t he petitioner is

guestioning the selection of respondent No.6 for the
af oresai d post and the only contention raised by |earned



counsel for the petitioner is that the Selection
Conmittee was not properly constituted. The only
illegality which is pointed out by the | earned counse

for the petitioner is that in the Selection Comittee,
any expert was not there.

2. The | earned counsel for the petitioner is wunable

to point out any statutory provision or any Resolution of
the Corporation where it has been laid down that the
Selection Conmittee should be consisted of an expert
per son. In the absence of such statutory provision, it
is difficult to accept that the Selection Committee was
illegally constituted. The petitioner has only right for
consi derati on which has not been denied. None of the
| egal and fundanental rights of the petitioner have been

i nfringed.
3.In the result, this Special GCvil Application

fails and the sane is dismssed. Rule is discharged. No
order as to costs.

(sunil)



