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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No.7729 of 2017
Date of Decision : 12.05.2017

Ramesh Kumar
...... Petitioner

Versus

Vice Chancellor, Maharishi Dayanand University, Rohtak and another

...... Respondents

CORAM : HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE AJAY TEWARI

*h%

Present :  Mr. Sudhir Kumar Pandey, Advocate
for the petitioner.

L

AJAY TEWARLI, J. (Oral)

By this petition the petitioner has challenged the action of the

respondent-University of including the cadre of A.C. Supervisor in the

policy for promotion to the post of Junior Engineer (Electrical).

Learned counsel for the petitioner states that as per the earlier
criteria cadre of A.C. Supervisor was not held eligible to be considered for
promotion to the post of Junior Engineer (Electrical) and it was limited to
the Lineman and Electrician but now by adding the cadre of A.C.
Supervisor persons junior to the petitioner would have also been brought in

to the zone of consideration. As per the learned counsel, the action of the
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respondent-University is illegal.

The record shows that originally certain technical employees
raised a claim before the Executive Council to remove the anomalies in the
promotion policy. The Executive Council appointed a Committee consisting
of two senior Professors, Deputy Registrar — Establishment and the
President of Non Teaching Employees Association. As per the
recommendations of that Committee promotion to the post of Junior
Engineer (Electrical) was limited to the cadre of Lineman and Electrician.
However, thereafter another Committee was appointed to consider the
recommendations and it was recommended that the cadre of A.C.
Supervisor be included in the feeder cadre for promotion to the post of
Junior Engineer (Electrical). That matter was referred to the Executive
Council which also accepted the same in its meeting held on 29.06.2016.

Learned counsel has not been able to point out any illegality or
constitutional infirmity in the revised policy.

Consequently, the petition is dismissed.

Since the main case has been decided, the pending Civil Misc.

Application, if any, also stands disposed of.

( AJAY TEWARI )
May 12,2017 JUDGE
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