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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP-9465-2016 (O&M)
Date of Order: 11.05.2023.

Dr. Vandana Singla and Ors. Petitioners

Versus

State of Punjab and others ..Respondents
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KSHETARPAL
Present: = Mr. Gautam Pathania, Advocate,

for the petitioners.

Mr. R.S.Pandher, Sr. DAG, Punjab.

Mr. Gagandeep Singh, Advocate,
for respondent no.5 to 12

ANIL KSHETARPAL, J

1. The petitioners pray for the issuance of a writ in the nature of
certiorari to quash the orders dated 31.12.2014 and 12.06.2015, whereby
respondent no.5 to 12 have been selected and appointed as Assistant
Professors pursuant to a meeting of the Departmental Promotion Committee.
2. In the written statement filed by respondent no.5 to 9, it has
been submitted that there is no promotion from the post of Senior Lecturer to
Assistant Professor as it is the case of re-designation of the post of senior
lecturer. The official respondents have highlighted that all the petitioners
are junior to the private respondents. A tabulated compilation of information
of the petitioners and the respondents has been reproduced which is

extracted as under:-
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Sr. |Name Service Date of Joining Date of re-

No. No. as Lecturer designation as
Assistant
Professor

1. |Dr. Jaideep 4118 01.12.2012 30.01.2015

2. |Dr. Ram Krishan 5189 01.12.2012 12.06.2015

3. |Dr. Jaspreet Singh (SC) |7215 01.12.2012 12.06.2015

4. |Dr. Mandeep | 5456 06.12.2012 12.06.2015

Randhawa

5. |Dr. Navjot Kaur 5416 07.12.2012 12.06.2015

6. |Dr. Mohanveer Kaur 5521 03.12.2012 01.01.2015

7. | Dr. Chetan Dass 5655-A 06.12.2012 01.01.2015

8. | Dr. Ninder Kumar (SC) |7915 07.12.2012 12.06.2015

9. |Dr. Dammi Sharma 5665 - -

10. |Dr. Bharat Rattan 5953 - -

11. |Dr. Vandana Chitkara |5943 - -

12. |Dr. Vandana Singla 6619 - -

3. The learned counsel representing the petitioners, though made

sincere attempt, however failed to put forth any convincing arguments to

dispute that fact.

4.

In view of the aforesaid, it would not be appropriate to issue the

writ of certiorari.

5.

6.

Dismissed.

All the pending miscellaneous applications, if any, are also

disposed of.
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