
IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA 

 
1503    

Jeet Ram 

State of Punjab 
  
  
CORAM: HON
  
Present :  
  
  

AMAN CHAUDHARY, J. (ORAL)
 
1.  

petitioner retrospectively w.e.f. 

Restorer/SLA, might not even be surviving due to the efflux of time.

2.  

submissions of 

Office of the Director Public Instruction (Secondary Education), 

14.03.2016, wherein it has been stated that the petitioner was asked to 

furnish his option as to whether he is still interested to seek promotion to 

the post of Senior Laboratory Attend

which he, vide representation dated 19.02.2016, Annexure R

submitted that he had been working as Class

18.07.1975 

Clerk.  

 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA 
CHANDIGARH

     

 
      

                                                                    
 

Versus 
f Punjab and Others  

     
 

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE AMAN CHAUDHARY
     

 None for the petitioner.  
 
Mr. Satnam Preet Singh Chauhan, DAG, Punjab

  
AMAN CHAUDHARY, J. (ORAL) 

Prayer made is for directing the respondents to promote the 

retrospectively w.e.f. 26.11.1985

Restorer/SLA, might not even be surviving due to the efflux of time.

Learned State counsel refers to para 7 of preliminary 

submissions of reply by way of affidavit of Director (Administration), 

Office of the Director Public Instruction (Secondary Education), 

, wherein it has been stated that the petitioner was asked to 

furnish his option as to whether he is still interested to seek promotion to 

the post of Senior Laboratory Attendant w.e.f.

which he, vide representation dated 19.02.2016, Annexure R

submitted that he had been working as Class

 and, therefore, he should be given 
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                                                                    ....Petitioner 

              ...Respondents

BLE MR. JUSTICE AMAN CHAUDHARY  
   

Satnam Preet Singh Chauhan, DAG, Punjab.  

Prayer made is for directing the respondents to promote the 

26.11.1985 in the cadre of Library 

Restorer/SLA, might not even be surviving due to the efflux of time. 

counsel refers to para 7 of preliminary 

reply by way of affidavit of Director (Administration), 

Office of the Director Public Instruction (Secondary Education), dated 

, wherein it has been stated that the petitioner was asked to 

furnish his option as to whether he is still interested to seek promotion to 

ant w.e.f. 26.11.1985, in response to 

which he, vide representation dated 19.02.2016, Annexure R-1, had 

submitted that he had been working as Class-IV employee w.e.f. 

and, therefore, he should be given promotion to the post of 
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3.  There is no rebuttal to the aforesaid by filing any replication.  

4.  Disposed of, reserving the petitioner with a liberty to get it 

revived by demonstrating that the lis still subsists. 

 
 
14.07.2025          (AMAN CHAUDHARY)            
parveen kumar                JUDGE 

 
Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes / No      

 Whether reportable      :  Yes / No 

 
 


		parveenaryanagar@gmail.com
	2025-07-14T18:39:46+0530
	PARVEEN KUMAR
	I attest to the accuracy and integrity of this order/judgment.
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