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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

(102+222) CM-924-CWP-2024 in/and
CWP-14002-2018 (O&M)
Date of Decision : July 24, 2024

Pooja .. Petitioner

Versus

State of Punjab and others .. Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI

Present: Dr. Rau P.S. Girwar, Advocate, with
Ms. Archana Arora, Advocate, and
Mr. Dhruv Kaushik, Advocate, for the petitioner.

Mr. Amarpreet Singh Bains, Assistant Advocate General,
Punjab.

HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI J. (ORAL)

CM-924-CWP-2024

As prayed for, the application is allowed.
Annexure A-1 is taken on record.

CWP-14002-2018

1. In the present writ petition, the claim of the petitioner is that the
petitioner competed for the post of Clerk as advertised vide Advertisement
No.2 of 2013 (Annexure P-2) but she is not being treated eligible keeping in
view the fact that the educational qualification being possessed by the
petitioner is from Manav Bharti University, which according to the

arsha diespondents is not a valid qualification.
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2. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that according to the
petitioner, the said issue has already been decided by the Coordinate Bench
of this Court while passing order in CWP No.7908 of 2017 titled as
Kulwinder Kaur vs. Punjab Subordinate Service Selection Board and
others, decided on 01.12.2023 and the respondents be directed to decide the
claim of the petitioner for eligibility in light of the said judgment.

3. Learned State counsel submits that the claim of the petitioner
will be examined in light of the judgment in Kulwinder Kaur’s case
(supra) and appropriate order will be passed within a period of eight weeks
of the receipt of copy of this order and in case, it is found that the petitioner
is entitled for any relief, the same will be extended to the petitioner
otherwise due reasons will be mentioned in the speaking order to be passed
for not accepting the claim of the petitioner for her information and
necessary action.

4. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that keeping in view
the statement of learned State counsel, the present writ petition may kindly
be disposed of having been not pressed any further.

5. Ordered accordingly.

6. Any civil miscellaneous application pending if any, also stands

disposed of.

July 24, 2024 (HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI)
harsha JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No
Whether reportable : Yes/No
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