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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CWP No.15737 of 2017 (O&M)
Date of Decision: 28.09.2018

Devender Singh Malik ... Petitioner
Vs.

BPS Mahila Vishwavidyalaya and others ... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE RITU BAHRI

Present:- Mr.Y.P.Malik, Advocate, for the petitioner.

Mr.Tribhuvan Dahiya, Advocate, for respondents No.1 and 2.
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RITU BAHRI, J. (ORAL)

Petitioner is seeking a directions to the respondents for quashing
the advertisement dated 04.03.2017 (Annexure P-5) issued by
respondent/University and fur there direction to the respondents to promote
the petitioner as Superintendent as he is the only eligible and senior most
official on the feeder post.

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that vide order dated
09.07.2018 (Annexure P-10), the advertisement (Annexure P-5) has been
withdrawn by the department. A short prayer of the petitioner is that his case
for promotion as Superintendent be considered as per service rule 13.4
which is filled up by way of seniority-cum-merits. He has made his
representation (Annexure P-7) before the authority concerned but no action
has been taken in this regard.

In view of the above, the present writ petition is disposed of by
giving directions to the respondents No.1 and 2 to look into the
representation (Annexure P-7) of the petitioner and decide the same before

attaining the age of superannuation of the petitioner i.e. 31.10.2018.

(RITU BAHRI)
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