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Guru Nanak Dev University v. Parminder Kr. Bansal, (1993) 4 SCC 401, in
paragraph 7, it is observed and held as under:

“7. Shri Gambhir is right in his submission. We are afraid that this kind of administration of
interlocutory remedies, more guided by sympathy quite often wholly misplaced, does no
service to anyone. From the series of orders that keep coming before us in academic
matters, we find that loose, ill-conceived sympathy masquerades as interlocutory justice
exposing judicial discretion to the criticism of degenerating into private benevolence. This is
subversive of academic discipline, or whatever is left of it, leading to serious impasse in
academic life. Admissions cannot be ordered without regard to the eligibility of the
candidates. Decisions on matters relevant to be taken into account at the interlocutory
stage cannot be deferred or decided later when serious complications might ensue from the
interim order itself. In the present case, the High Court was apparently moved by sympathy
for the candidates than by an accurate assessment of even the prima facie legal position.
Such orders cannot be allowed to stand. The courts should not embarrass academic
authorities by themselves taking over their functions.”
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