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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

%k

CWP-6217-2024
Date of decision : 15.03.2024

Jaskaran Singh
... Petitioner
Versus
State of Punjab and others
... Respondents
CORAM: HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE VIKAS BAHL

Present: Mr.Bhavpreet Singh Dhatt, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr.T.P.S. Walia, AAG, Punjab.

VIKAS BAHL, J.(ORAL)

1. This is a civil writ petition filed under Article 226 of the
Constitution of India for issuance of a writ in the nature of certiorari to
quash the advertisement no.3 of 2024 dated 23.02.2024 (Annexure P-1)
passed by respondent no.4.

2. Learned counsel for the petitioner has submitted that the
petitioner by virtue of the representation dated 05.03.2024 (Annexure P-2)
has brought to the notice of the authorities for consideration for keeping
some minimum cut off marks. It is further submitted that the petitioner
would be satisfied, in case, the said representation dated 05.03.2024 is
considered by respondent no.4 as per the rules. It is stated that in case the
authorities do not wish to keep the minimum cut off marks, then the
petitioner would not challenge the said decision of respondent no.4.

. 3. Learned State counsel has submitted that although respondent
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no.4 would consider the said representation but the petitioner has no legal
right nor there is any legal duty on the part of respondent no.4 to necessarily
provide for minimum cut off marks.
4. In view of the above, the present petition is disposed of with a
direction to respondent no.4 to consider the representation dated 05.03.2024
(Annexure P-2), in accordance with law.
5. It is made clear that as undertaken before this Court that, in
case, respondent no.4 is of the opinion that no minimum cut off marks are
required to be given in the facts and circumstances, then the petitioner
would not lay any further challenge to the said decision / view of
respondent no.4.
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