
 

 

     IN THE HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT AT AHMEDABAD

 

 

     SPECIAL CIVIL APPLICATION No 8349 of 1989

 

 

 

 

     For Approval and Signature:

 

 

              Hon'ble CHIEF JUSTICE MR DM DHARMADHIKARI

 

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

    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

                                                                 

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

     K H PARMAR

Versus

     DIRECTOR OF PROHIBITION &     EXCISE

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

     Appearance:

          MR SURESH M SHAH for Petitioner

          MR RJ OZA for Respondent No.  1

          MR SP HASURKAR for Respondent No.  2

 

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

 

              CORAM : CHIEF JUSTICE MR DM DHARMADHIKARI

 

     Date of decision: 31/03/2000

 

ORAL JUDGEMENT

 

     	This  petition was filed, aggrieved by the action

     of the respondents in not granting petitioner  additional

     chance for  passing  the  departmental  examination.  The



     date of birth of the petitioner  is  25-7-1937.    During

     pendency  of  this  petition  petitioner has retired from

     service.  The cause of action in  this  matter  therefore

     does not survive.  This petition is therefore disposed of

     as infructuous.    Learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner

     states that, this case is pending since long and  he  has

     not   been   able  to  establish  any  contact  with  the

     petitioner.  He seeks liberty to revive the  petition  in

     case any cause of action survives.  With this liberty the

     petition is disposed of as infructuous.  Rule discharged.

     No order as to costs.

    

    

     DT: 31-3-2000                ( D.M. Dharmadhikari, C.J. )

    

     /vgn.

    

 


