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P.C.

     Heard learned Counsel for the Petitioner, Advocate Ms. Agni for the

University and Mr. Sardessai, Advocate for the Respondent no.2-College.

2.   The Petitioner was seeking additional chance to clear the  IInd

Semester Examination and prosecute the courses in the meanwhile.  On

earlier date of hearing, a statement was made before us by learned

Counsel for the Petitioner that the University has taken some decision in

favour of the students.  Today, the Counsel for University has produced

copy of Circular dated 01.04.2009 with Circular dated 06.04.2009,

wherein the University has allowed additional chance to the Petitioner.

3.   It is, therefore, apparent that grievance of the Petitioner has been

ventilated. However, the learned Counsel for the Petitioner says that

respondent no.2-College should be directed to admit the Petitioner to

further courses.  Learned Counsel appearing for the respondent

no.2-College states that no such directions are necessary as respondent



no.2-College is bound to act in terms of the University Circular.

4.   In view of the statement, we find that it is not necessary to issue any

directions to the respondent no.2-College in the matter.  The grievance

made by the Petitioner before us is ventilated.  Hence, Petition is disposed

off.

B. P. DHARMADHIKARI, J.

U. D. SALVI, J.
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