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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA,

AT CHANDIGARH

262

CWP-10090-2016

Decided on : 14.09.2016
Ekta

... Petitioner
Versus
Punjabi University Patiala and another
.. Respondents

CORAM : HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE G.S.SANDHAWALIA

Present :  None for the petitioner.
Mr.Vishal Khatri, Advocate for
Mr.Vijay K.Jindal, Advocate
for respondent No.1.

G.S.Sandhawalia, J. (Oral)

Case has been called twice but none has put in appearance
on behalf of the petitioner. Request for pass-over was made in the
morning. Even on 22.08.2016, none was present on behalf of the
petitioner.

Petitioner seeks direction for declaration that result of
paper-II of the 2™ Semester for the B.Com course be re-evaluated.

Response of the University is that the petitioner had never
applied for re-evaluation. Representation dated 21.01.2016 (Annexure
P/4) has never been received by the answering respondent. It has
further been averred that the petitioner had applied for re-checking. In
response to that, the petitioner has been allowed to see her answer
sheet. The petitioner was required to visit the University Office on any
working day within 7 days after getting a call from the University

Office. The petitioner was informed to visit the office accordingly, on
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telephone, however, the petitioner for the reasons best known to her did
not visit the university.

Accordingly, present petition is disposed of with liberty to
petitioner to visit the University to inspect the answer sheet for which

the University will act upon for the said purpose as undertaken.

[ G.S.Sandhawalia |
Judge
14.09.2016
sd
Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No

Whether Reportable : Yes/No
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