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In the High Court of Punjab and Haryana at Chandigarh.

CWP-10142 of 2017
Decided on 12.5.2017

Arvind Kumar Meena
--Petitioner
Vs.
Sant Longowal Institute of Engineering and Technology and others

--Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE RAKESH KUMAR JAIN

Present: Mr.Rajat Mor, Advocate, for the petitioner

Rakesh Kumar Jain,J: (Oral)

This petition is filed for declaring the impugned action of the
respondents illegal for not allowing the petitioner to sit in the examination
of 6™ Semester of Engineering in Food Technology (GFT) (4 Year Degree
Course) vide notice No.SLIENT/Academics/2017/4464-4670 dated
25.4.2017 by which he has been directed to re-register himself in 5

Semester.

Learned counsel for the petitioner has submitted that the
petitioner got admission in Bachelor of Engineering, Food Technology
Course, (a four year's degree course) and got Registration No. GFT-
SL./14/4422 and Roll No.1444018. He appeared in the first examination in
December, 2014 and out of 7 subjects, he cleared 6 subjects except one
i.e 'Engineering Mathematics' (Subject Code AM-411). Thereafter, the

petitioner appeared in 2™ ;3" and 4™ Semester Examination in May,2015,
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December,2015 and May,2016 and cleared all the papers of these
semesters. However, he could not clear Engineering Mathematics (Subject

Code AM-4s11).

The petitioner has been served with a notice by the respondents
that retest result of the petitioner of Ist Semester has been declared and as
per 4 years Degree Rule UG.4.1 and UG 4.2 contained in Rules and
Regulations, for the purpose of promotion to the 3™ year, the petitioner
should have cleared all the papers of the first semester up to 2™ year. This
has not been done by the petitioner who has submitted that there is no fault
on his part.

After hearing learned counsel for the petitioner and examining
the record, I am of the considered opinion that there is no error in the notice
issued by the respondents as it is in consonance with the Rules and

Regulations. Thus, there is no merit for interference in this petition.

Dismissed.
12.5.2017 (Rakesh Kumar Jain)
rr Judge
Whether Speaking/Reasoned: Yes/No.

Whether Reportable: Yes/No
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