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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANIDGARH

204 CWP No.18674 of 2017 (O&M)
Date of Decision: 29.10.2019
Jasveer .. Petitioner
Versus

State of Haryana and others ... Respondents
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMIT RAWAL
Present: Mr. B.S. Dhull, Advocate

for the petitioner.

Mr. Harish Nain, AAG, Haryana.

Mr. K.L. Arora, Advocate
for respondents No.3 and 4.

Respondent No.5 ex parte.
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AMIT RAWAL, J (ORAL)

Grievance of the petitioner in the present writ petition is that in
pursuance to the advertisement dated 15.05.2015 (Annexure P-3), he was
appointed vide letter dated 27.07.2015 (Annexure P-5) as Assistant
Professor in Health & Physical Education on temporary basis under self
financing scheme. However, vide advertisement (Annexure P-9) fresh
applications were invited for filling up various posts and respondent No.5
was appointed. In such circumstances, the petitioner approached this Court
for issuance of appropriate direction keeping in view his appointment and
for violation of the directions contained in the judgment of Hon'ble Supreme

Court in the case of Hargurpratap Singh Vs. State of Punjab and others,

2007(13) SCC 292.
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Noticing the above contention, this Court issued notice of
motion. Mr. Arora, learned counsel appearing for private respondents No.3
and 4 submits that in the fresh advertisement, the petitioner's claim was
considered as per the proceedings of the Selection Committee and he was
not found to be in the merit list. Even otherwise, respondent No.5 has been
appointed, however, for the academic session 2018-19, there is no
workload.

Keeping in view the aforementioned contention that the
petitioner was a contractual employee and there is no workload with the
respondents, the decision taken was totally only on the basis of self-
financing scheme. The petitioner has also not been able to fall in the merit
list in the second selection process.

Hence, I do not find any reason to exercise powers of judicial

review.
The writ petition is dismissed.
(AMIT RAWAL)
29.10.2019 JUDGE
D.Bansal
Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No

Whether reportable : Yes/No
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