In the High Court of Punjab and Haryana at Chandigarh.

CWP No. 18897 of 2014
Decided on 16.7.2015

Gautam Verma --Petitioner
Vs.
B.D.Sharma, University & Ors. --Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE RAKESH KUMAR JAIN

Present: Mr. G.P Singh, Advocate, for the petitioner
Mr.Ramesh Hooda, Advocate, for respondent Nos.1 & 2
Mr.Kamal Sehgal, Addl.A.G. Haryana,f or respondent No.3.

Rakesh Kumar Jain,J: (Oral)

In view of the reply filed on behalf of respondent Nos. 1 and 2,
no relief can be granted to the petitioner on merits.

At this stage, learned counsel for the petitioner has prayed that
respondent No.3 may be directed to refund the fee deposited by him at the
time when he took the admission in the 3" years.

Learned counsel for respondent No.3, while referring to para 6
of its reply, has submitted that a decision has already been taken to refund
the fee to the petitioner of the 3™ year provided he tenders 'No Dues
Certificate' to the College.

Learned counsel for the petitioner has further submitted that
extra amount charged from him amounting to I75,000/-+317,500/- by
respondent No.3 in the years 2009 and 2010 be also refunded.

RIKHI RAM After hearing learned counsel for the parties and keeping in
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view the facts and circumstances of the case, this petition is dismissed on
merits. However, a direction is issued to respondent No.3 to refund the fee
deposited by the petitioner in the 3™ year amounting to ¥1,85,500/- and
shall also consider the case of the petitioner to the amount of ¥75,000/- +
Z17,500/- stated to have been charged extra by respondent No.3 in the year
2009-2010. While considering the claim of the petitioner in respect of the
amount charged extra by respondent No.3, speaking order shall be passed

by the College itself.

16.7.2015 (Rakesh Kumar Jain)
rr Judge
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