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Decided on : 09.02.2012.

Sarath De Abrew ]J.

We have heard submissions on behalf of the Petitioner and also on behalf

of the 15t to 20th Respondents.

Counsel for the Petitioner now concedes that he has abandoned the reliefs
claimed in paragraphs (b), (c), (d) and (e) of the prayer to the Petition. In view
of the facts revealed in this case and other supervening circumstances the learned
counsel for the Petitioner now seeks to persue only the relief claimed in

paragraph (g) of the prayer to the Petition.

During the course of the argument, it is now revealed according to the
document 2R2 the University Council has taken a decision not to appoint any

person as a Senior Lecturer, Grade II for which post the Petitioner has applied.




person as a Senior Lecturer, Grade II for which post the Petitioner has applied.
Further, we are also made aware that the Petitioner having failed to obtain
selection at a first interview, has subsequently presented himself unsuccessfully
for a second interview for the same post. In view of the above and also in view
of the decision contained in document 2R2 this court is of the view, due to the
above reasons and other supervening circumstances, the issue of a mandate in
the nature of writ of Mandamus is now futile in all the circumstances of this case.
Therefore granting relief claimed in paragraph (g) of the prayer to the Petition

will also be a futile exercise.

For the aforesaid reasons we dismiss the Petitioner’s application.

JUDGE OF THE COURT OF APPEAL.

Rohini Marasinghe J.
I agree.

JUDGE OF THE COURT OF APPEAL.
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