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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH
CR No. 7387 of 2015 (O/M)
Date of decision : 4.11.2015
Sachin Munjatl . Revisionist
Versus
Sushil Kumar and others ... Respondents
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH
Present:- Mr. Mani Ram Verma, Advocate, for the revisionist.
1. Whether the Reporters of local newspaper may be allowed to see
the judgment ?
2. To be referred to the Reporter or not.
3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the digest ?

KULDIP SINGH, J. (ORAL)

This revision has been filed under Article 227 of the
Constitution of India against the order dated 19.10.2015 (Annexure-
P-3), passed by the learned Additional District Judge, Fatehabad, in
which in the appeal filed by defendant No. 6 (respondent No. 1
herein), the judgment of the lower Court was not stayed and rather
the official defendants were directed to comply with the judgment of
the lower Court in re-drawing the merit list, but they will not dispense
with the service of the appellant (revisionist herein) till the next date

of hearing.
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The learned counsel for the revisionist contends that if
the seniority list is re-drawn in terms of the judgment of the lower
Court, the plaintiff/respondent No. 1 herein will be selected.

The perusal of the impugned order shows that the lower
appellate Court has specifically directed that the merit list will be re-
drawn, but the service of the revisionist shall not be dispensed with
till the next date of hearing. The next date of hearing is stated to be
fixed for today. In this way, the services of the revisionist have been
protected. It being so, there is no illegality or infirmity in the
impugned order. The revisionist can approach the lower Court for
extension of the stay, protecting his services. If any adverse order is
passed by the lower Court, the revisionist can always move this
Court again.

The present revision is accordingly disposed of, with

above-noted observations.

(KULDIP SINGH)
JUDGE
4.11.2015
siks



