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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

WRIT PETITION NO. 1250 OF 2015.

Smt.Medha Vijay Joshi. .. Petitioner
Vs.
State of Maharashtra & ors. .. Respondents

Mr.J.G.Reddy, for the petitioner.

Ms.S.S.Bhende-Assistant Government Pleader, for the respondent
No.1.

Mr.Rajendra Anbhule, for the respondent No.2 & 3.

CORAM: Smt. Vasanti A. Naik &
Shri C.V.Bhadang JJ.
Friday 20 February, 2015.

PC.:

By this petition the petitioner impugns the order of the
respondent-University dated 12 January 2015 declining permission
to the petitioner to seek admission in the third year law course on
the ground that the petitioner had failed to clear the first year LLB

examination.

The petitioner had appeared for the second year LLB
examination, in summer 2014 and had also appeared in some of
the subjects of the first year examination as she was permitted to
keep terms while seeking admission to the second year
examination. According to the Ordinance - of the University, a
student who fails to clear the first year examination in all the

subjects is not entitled to admission to the third year of the degree
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course. Since the petitioner had failed in one of the subjects of the
first year and had sought revaluation of the paper in the said
subject the petitioner was granted provisional admission in the
third year of the law course as the revaluation result was not
declared. The revaluation result was subsequently declared and it
was found that the petitioner had failed to clear the subject. The
University informed the petitioner by the impugned communication
that the admission of the petitioner in the third year of the law
course was not permissible as she had failed to clear the first year

of the law course.

We do not find any illegality in the impugned order. Since
the result of the revaluation was not declared, the petitioner was
granted provisional admission in the third year of the law course.
After the revaluation results were declared and the petitioner was
found to have failed in one of the subjects of the first year, the
University rightly communicated, by the impugned order, that the
petitioner was not eligible for admission to the third year of the law

course, in view of the Ordinance of the University.

Since the impugned communication does not suffer from any

illegality, we dismiss the Writ petition, with no order as to costs.

(C.VBhadang J.) (Vasanti A.Naik J.)



