
 

 

 

  IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA 

    AT CHANDIGARH 

       **** 

731-1       CWP-22489-2010 (O&M) 

Date of Decision: 01.09.2025 

  

JARNAIL SINGH AND ORS.       ...Petitioners 

Versus 

 

STATE OF PUNJAB AND OTHERS    ...Respondents 

 

And 

 

Sr. 

No. 

Case No. Petitioner(s) Respondent(s) 

2.  CWP-22501-2010 

(O&M) 

Charan Singh and 

Anr.  

State of Punjab and Ors. 

3.  CWP-22270-2010 Baldev Singh and 

Ors.  

State of Punjab and Ors. 

4.  CWP-1049-2011 

(O&M) 

Tarsem Singh and 

Ors.  

State of Punjab and Ors. 

5.  CWP-22499-2010 Amarjeet Singh  State of Punjab and Ors. 

 
CORAM:- HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JAGMOHAN BANSAL 
 

Present:- Mr. Kanwaljit Singh, Sr. Advocate with  

  Ms. Anchal Kathuria, Advocate  

for the petitioners (in CWP-22489-2010) 

 

Ms. Shagun Goyal, Advocate for  

Mr. A.P.S. Shergill, Advocate  

for the petitioners (in CWP-22501-2010 and CWP-22499-

2010) 

 

Mr. K.D. Sachdeva, Deputy Advocate General, Punjab 

*** 
 

JAGMOHAN BANSAL, J. (ORAL) 

 

1.  The petitioners through instant petitions under Article 

226/227 of the Constitution of India are seeking maintenance of seniority 

of petitioners as well as quashing of the order whereby many Head 
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Constables have been deputed to Intermediate School Course without 

opportunity of hearing to the petitioners.   

2.  The petitioners were brought on List C-1 in 1999.  There 

were few constables who were brought on List C-II in excess of 10% 

quota.  On the directions of this Court, the Exemptee Head Constables 

were reverted who were in excess of 10% quota.  The petitioners claimed 

promotion from retrospective date i.e. date on which Exemptee 

Constables were promoted in excess of 10% quota.  Their prayer was 

allowed and they were promoted from retrospective date.  However, 

respondent again revised seniority list and made them junior to Exemptee 

Constables.    

3.  Learned State counsel states that most of the petitioners have 

retired on attaining the age of superannuation.   

4.  Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that they have no 

instructions and they may be granted liberty to move an appropriate 

application within three months, if cause survives.  

5.   Dismissed with aforesaid liberty.   

6.  Pending application(s), if any, stands disposed of.   

 

 

       (JAGMOHAN BANSAL) 

          JUDGE 

01.09.2025 
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