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Chandigarh

Sr.No.118
IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH
CWP No. 9544 of 2017
Date of decision:04.05.2017
Hitesh Sehgal ... Petitioner
versus
Head of Department and another —  .......... Respondents
Coram:  Hon'ble Mr.Justice Rakesh Kumar Jain

Present: = Ms. Natasha Munjal, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Rakesh Kumar Jain, J.(Oral)

Counsel for the petitioner has submitted that the petitioner
could not clear the paper of Law of Torts in 4™ semester in May, 2014. He
thereafter, re-appeared in May, 2015 and in May, 2016 in the said paper but
still he could not clear the same and has prayed for another chance which
has been rejected by the University vide order dated 11.04.2017(Annexure
P-5) and the same has been challenged in the present writ petition.

Counsel for the petitioner has referred to Clause 6 of the
Bachelor of Laws(5 years Integrated course) Ordinance contained in
Calendar Vol.III, 2008(Ordinances for Examinations). However, the said
Clause can not help the petitioner because in it, it is specifically provided
that the student has to re-appear in the examinations within a period of three
years of joining of the said semester. Meaning thereby, the petitioner had to
clear the paper of Law of Torts till May, 2016 in which he has failed.

Consequently, no further chance can be granted to the petitioner.

Dismissed.
[Rakesh Kumar Jain]
4™ May, 2017 Judge
Shivani Kaushik
Whether speaking/reasoned Yes/No

Whether Reportable Yes/No



