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Reserved on: (:4.12.2024
Fronounced omn: 13.12.2024

1. RA-CW-403-2024 in
CWP-28022-2023

New Malwa Fducational Welfare Society ...Petitioner

Vs,

Punjab Nurses Registration Council {PNRC)

and another . Respondents

2. R A-CW-398-2024 in

CWTP-28056-20023
Malwa Educational Society wPetitianer
¥'s,

Punjab Nurses Regisiration Council (PNRC) and
anolher . Respondenis

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICFE SHERI. NAGU, CHTEF JUSTICFE
HON'BLE MR, JUSTICE ANIL KSHE'TAKFPFAL

Prescnt: Mr, Iitin Kant Setia, Advocatc
for the applicant-petitioner.,

hr. Ranjil Singh Kalra, Advocale
[or respondent Mo 1-PNRC.

Mr, 15, Gill, Addl. Advocate General, Punjab.

R

ANITL KSHETARPAL. J.

1. With the consent of learned counsel representing the partics RA-
CW 4052024 m w'P-28022-2027% and  3A-CW-295-2024 o OW P-28056-

neeral 2023 shall stand disposed of by this comumaon order,
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2. The petitioners seek review of detailed judgment passed on
22.08.2024, while disposing of CWP-28022-2023 and CWP-28056-2023.

3. Both the above-mentioned writ petitions filed by the petitioners
were dismissed by a detailed judgment passed on 22.08.2024.

4. Having heard learned counsel representing the parties, this Court
is of the opinion that the review applications lack substance and hence, liable to
be dismissed on the following ground:-

L. First of all the review is sought on the ground that the automatic
messages generated by the website of Punjab Nurses Registration Council
(hereinafter referred to as ‘PNRC’) proves that complete details of the students
were available with PNRC, which proves uploading of complete information.
This material was disclosed by the petitioner when attempt was made to admit
the students in GNM Course for Session 2024-25. The petitioner claims that
previously PNRC has stated that they do not have the information with respect
to the students because their documents were not uploaded on the portal. It is
submitted that the falsity in the stand of the PNRC stood exposed. He further
contends that there is conflicting judgments passed by this Court in CWP-
3467-2024, ‘Mata Saraswati Institute of Nursing Education Vs. State of

Punjab and others’, decided on 20.08.2024, CWP-25215-2023, ‘Satguru

Institute of Nursing Education vs. State of Punjab and others’, decided on
23.01.2024 and CWP-831-2024, ‘Guru Nanak Nursing Institute Vs. State of

Punjab and others’, decided on 24.09.2024.

5. Detailed para-wise reply to the review applications has been filed.
It has been disclosed that the Colleges run by both the petitioners' societies

neeray  ONly generated ID of the students but thereafter failed to upload all the

2024.12.1317:04
| attest to the accuracy and
integrity of this document



RA-CW-403-2024 in

CWP-28022-2023 and

RA-CW-398-2024 in

CWP-28056-2023 -3-

documents, which is followed by generation of challans for deposit of fee.
Thus, the documents of the students were uploaded is denied by the
respondent-PNRC. Hence, this Court has observed that disputed questions of
facts are involved.

6. There is no discovery of new material because from the very
beginning, it is stand of the PNRC that unique ID of the students was generated
by the Colleges but they did not upload documents. The automatic text
generated by the website only shows ID for the students was generated.

7. With regard to the second submission, it would be noticed that in
the cases of Mata Saraswati Institute of Nursing Education, Satguru Institute of
Nursing Education and Guru Nanak Nursing Institute are different because
these institutes had uploaded the documents and generated challans, however,
failed to deposit fee prior to the cut-off date, whereas, in the case of the
petitioner’s Colleges, the required documents for the admission of the students
were not uploaded. Hence, there is no conflict in the judgment because there is
marked distinction between the case of the petitioners herein and the facts of

the judgments which have been produced.

8. Reluctantly, finding no merit, both the review applications are
dismissed.
0. All the pending miscellaneous applications, if any, are also
disposed of.

(ANIL KSHETARPAL) (SHEEL NAGU)

JUDGE CHIEF JUSTICE

13.12.2024
neeraj Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes No

Whether Reportable : Yes No
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