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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP-16103-2025
Date of decision: 02.02.2026

Dr. Kritika Sharma ....Petitioner
Versus

Adesh University and others ....Respondents
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDEEP TIWARI
Present: Mr. Aakash Singla, Advocate, and

Ms. Zoha Ayaz, Advocate,

for the petitioner.

Mr. Gaurav Chopra, Senior Advocate, with

Mr. Jatinder Singh, Advocate,

Ms. Darika Sikka, Advocate,

for respondents No.1 and 2.

Mr. Sahil R. Bakshi, AAG, Punjab.

seskskosk

KULDEEP TIWARL, J. (Oral)

1) At the outset, learned Senior counsel appearing for the
respondent-Institute has handed over all the documents, including the
provisional degree to the learned counsel for the petitioner, today in the
Court, and submits that the instant writ petition is rendered infructuous.
2) Learned counsel for the petitioner, upon receipt of the said
documents, expresses an apprehension that, the provisional degree is
valid up till six months only. Therefore, in case, the original degree is
not supplied within six months, the petitioner would be compelled to
approach this Court again, on the same cause of action.

3) Learned Senior counsel for the respondent-Institute submits
that he has instructions to inform this Court that the process of
convocation is in the offing. And, in any case, the original degree will be

handed over to the petitioner before expiry of the provisional degree.
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4) In view of the above, nothing substantial remains to be
adjudicated, and thus, the proceedings are closed. However, in the event,
the needful is not done, in terms of the statement made by learned Senior
counsel the respondent-Institute, the petitioner is at liberty to get the
instant writ petition revived, by filing an apt motion. It is also clarified
that the questions of law involved in the present petition are left open to
be decided in appropriate proceedings.

5) Needless to assert that the respondent-Institute would also
be at liberty to resort to the remedial measures, in accordance with law,

in case of any violation as regards the bond/affidavit submitted by the

petitioner.
6) Disposed of, accordingly.
(KULDEEP TIWARI)
JUDGE

02.02.2026
Ak Sharma

Whether speaking/reasoned Yes

Whether reportable Yes/No
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