
 

     IN THE HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT AT AHMEDABAD

 

 

     SPECIAL CIVIL APPLICATION No 6963 of 1989

      and

      SPECIAL CIVIL APPLICATION No 6964 of 1989

 

 

 

     For Approval and Signature:

 

     Hon'ble MR.JUSTICE M.S.SHAH

 

     ============================================================

    1. Whether  Reporters  of  Local Papers may be allowed   : NO

       to see the judgements?                                    

                                                                 

    2. To be referred to the Reporter or not?                : NO

                                                                 

    3. Whether Their  Lordships  wish to see the fair copy   : NO

       of the judgement?                                         

                                                                 

    4. Whether  this  case involves a substantial question   : NO

       of law as to the interpretation of the Constitution       

       of India, 1950 of any Order made thereunder?              

                                                                 

    5. Whether  it is to be circulated to the Civil Judge?   : NO

                                                                 

     --------------------------------------------------------------

     PARIKH NAYAN RAJENDRA

Versus

     GUJARAT UNIVERSITY

     --------------------------------------------------------------

     Appearance:

          MR JR NANAVATI for Petitioner

          MR SN SHELAT for Respondent

 

     --------------------------------------------------------------

 

              CORAM : MR.JUSTICE M.S.SHAH

     Date of decision: 31/03/2000

 

COMMON ORAL JUDGEMENT

     	In these petitions which were filed in September,

     1989, the petitioner had prayed for a writ of mandamus to

     quash  and  set  aside  the  result   of   semester   VII

     (B.E.IV-Part  II)  Electrical  examination  held in June,

     1989 and for directing the  respondent  to  reassess  the

     petitioner  in  practical (viva voce) and declare a fresh

     result on that basis.



    

     2.	Looking to the nature of the reliefs  prayed  for

     and  the  passage  of  time, the petitions have obviously

     become infructuous.

    

     3.	The petitions  are  accordingly  disposed  of  as

     infructuous.   Rule  is  discharged  with  no order as to

     costs.

    

     	Liberty to apply in case of difficulty.

    

     March 31, 2000				(M.S. Shah, J.)

     sundar/-


