(AMENDED WRIT PETITION)

IN THE HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

WRIT PETITION NO. 2464/2004

PETITIONER

Tathagat Shrivastava, S/o. Shri

K. L. Shrivastava, Aged about 34
years, R/o. Plot No. 327, Ward NO.
22, Shri Ram Colony, Behind

. Railaway Stadium, Raigarh, Distt.

Raigarh (C.G.).

VERSUS

RESPONDENTS : v 1.

A 2

Guru Ghasidas University, Koni,
Bilaspur, (C.G.) Through: The
Registrar.

The Vice Chancellor, Guru Ghasidas
University, Koni Bilaspur, (C.G.).

The Principal,
Swami Balkrishna Puri Law
College, Raigarh (C.G.)

WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 226/ 2927 OF THE CONSTITUTION OF

‘,INDIA_ FOR ISSUE OF AN .APPROPRIATE WRIT IN THE NATURE OF

MANDAMUS /CERTIORARI ETC. OR DIRECTION/QRDER IN THE LIKE

NATURE ETC.
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Shri Rajesh Pandey, counsell for the petitioner.

Shri M_ahindra Shrivastava,
&2, '

Ptandmg Counsel for respondent No.l

Shri N.K. Malviya, Adv. appears on behalf of Shri A.K__. Ata_ley, o

counsel for respondent No.3.
Heard.

The petitioner has preferred this writ petition under Article -

226 /227 of the Const1tut10n of In

Hia being aggmeved by the decxsmn of

respondent No.2 dated 11.08. QOOﬂ(Annexure P-9) Whereby the petitionér

has been- denied th_e admission in L..L.B. Part-1 on two grounds’i.e. he -

has not passed the graduation ex

hmination under 10+2+3 scheme and

secondlv as per Clause 9.1 of the qmdehnes {Annexure R-4) issued by the

State Government.

" Return has been flled on be
1 have heard leamed cou
respondents No.1 & 2 and peruse

As per Clause 9.1 of t
department of the Unwers:ty in an
In the presént case, it is an

admitted in L.L.B. 1styear, though

and as per return filed on behalf of

alf of the respondent Nos.1 & 2

1sel for the petitioner, counsql for
the.record. o

e guxdehnes 1ssued by the State
n.admitted in any. college or; m any
fawlty asa regular amd:date and zf _

itted in the same class”.

‘admitted fact that the pet-itidner, was
it is said tobe a provistéhal adrhission -
responde,nt Unmi:.zty roll number for P
ination m 1ssued to the

petitioﬁer, but he failed to "appearxén the said exammatmn R

PR

xamination or had not appeared inthe = |
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respondent Nos. 1 & 2 have not t

In view of the above, I"am b the opinion that the pet1t1or=er has

been r1ght1y refused admlssmn in LB 1st year course.

Learned counsei for the pefitioner submits that in that case the

‘respondents may bg directed to

pllow the petitioner to appear in the

LLB.1st year examination as an Ex-student.

In Para 13 of the retum

appear in the LLB lst year examir

Wlth such a cla.lm it would be con%

. In wview - of the above, thel

[ respondent Nos. 1 & 2 it has been

mentioned that the case of the petitioner regarding allowing hu’n to

tlon as an Ex-student is concerned,

cen’ any decision till date because the

_ pet1taoner did not raise any such cleu'm; if he appfoaqhes résponderits

dered in accordarnce with law.

petitioner is directed to apprc_)ach

respbndent No.S-Pnnmpal, Swami ]?alkrishna Puri Law College, Raigarh,

with a request to permit him to appear in the LLB -1st Year examination

as an Ex-student. The responderlt No.3 will forward the case of the
petitioner to respondent No.1-University for: cons:deratlon and, in turn,
| respondent No.l shall decide tha
| ehglbﬂzty to appear in the LLB 1st yhar Exammatmn as an Ex-student for

case of the pet1t10ner about the

the session. 2004 05 as early as poalmble in accordance ‘with law.
With the aforesaid directions} the petition stands disposed of.
Certified copy as pér rules. - , —— e
Sd/-
L.C.BHADOO
Judge

Roshén




