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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP-6752-2024
Date of Decision:24.05.2024

DR. JITANDER KUMAR KAPOOR AND OTHERS

......... Petitioners
Versus
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY, KURUKSHETRA
AND OTHERS .. Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JAGMOHAN BANSAL

Present:  Mr. Anurag Goyal, Advocate
for the petitioners.

Mr. A.S. Virk, Advocate and
Mr. Nilesh Kant Goyal, Advocate
for respondents No.1, 2 and 4.

Mr. Anil Chawla, Senior Panel Counsel
for respondent No.3-UOL.

keskoksk

JAGMOHAN BANSAL, J. (Oral)

1. On 21.03.2024, the following order was passed:

“Mr. Anurag Goyal, Advocate submits that case of the
petitioners for promotion was considered by Selection
Committee. The said Committee has prepared its
recommendations and put up before Board of Governors. The
recommendations of the Committee were not put up before
BOG on account of pendency of CWP-19409-2024. The said
writ petition stands disposed of vide judgment dated
22.09.2023. The BOG in its 65" meeting held on 06.03.2024
has considered the issue, however, no final decision has been
taken.

Notice of motion, returnable for 08.05.2024.

Mr. Anil Chawla, Senior Panel Counsel and Mr. A.S. Virk,
Advocate, who on advance notice are present in Court, accept
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notice on behalf of respondent No. 3-UOI and respondent Nos.

1, 2 and 4 respectively. Mr. A.S. Virk submits that matter has
been referred to ASG for legal opinion.
The respondents are expected to complete their formalities and

decide fate of the petitioners before the adjourned date.

»

To be shown in the Urgent List.
2. Mr. Anurag Goyal, Advocate submits that during the

pendency of present petition, BOG has opened sealed result and found
petitioners eligible for the claimed post. As per his instructions, the
Management has agreed to implement recommendations of the
Committee after completion of period of Model Code of Conduct.
3. Mr. A.S. Virk, Advocate does not dispute the aforesaid
statement and submits that result would be implemented on the end of
Model Code of Conduct.
4, In the wake of statement of both sides, the present petition
stands disposed of.

(JAGMOHAN BANSAL)

JUDGE
24.05.2024
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