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114 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

RSA No.3160 of 2014 (O&M)
Date of Decision: September 08, 2015

Pardeep Kumar .... Appellant

VS.
State of Haryana and others .... Respondents
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH
Present: Dr. Anand Kumar Bishnoi, Advocate for the appellant.
1.Whether Reporters of Local Newspapers may be allowed to see the
Jjudgment?
2. To be referred to the Reporters or not?

3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest?

Kuldip Singh J.(Oral)

Impugned in the present regular second appeal is the
judgment and decree dated 23.12.2013 passed by learned Addl.
District Judge, Rewari, affirming the judgment and decree dated
29.05.2012 passed by learned Addl. Civil Judge (Sr. Divn.), Rewari,
vide which the suit of the plaintiffs-appellants for declaration with all
consequential benefits, was dismissed.

Briefly stated that the plaintiff-appellant had challenged
the order dated 17.03.2003 passed by the defendants vide which
after conducting regular inquiry, one annual increment with temporary
effect was stopped. The departmental appeal against the said order
was dismissed on 18.04.2003. Accordingly, the appellant filed the suit
for declaration with all consequential relief, which was also dismissed

by the lower court and was affirmed in appeal by the first appellate

SARITA RANI

2015.09.17 10:39

I attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this document

Chandigarh



RSA No.3160 of 2014 (O&M) -2-

court.

Learned counsel for the appellant has argued that the
charges against the appellant are merely on the basis of suspicion.
He was not demanding money from the driver of TATA-7009.

In this case, report was made by the DSP, Rewari that the
present appellant had come to demand money from the driver of
TATA-709 and on seeing them sitting in the vehicle, he went away.

It has also been argued that the evidence has not been
properly appreciated.

After going through the judgments of both the courts
below, | am of the view that these are the findings of facts. No
substantial question of law arises in the present appeal.

Accordingly, the present regular second appeal stands
dismissed.

(KULDIP SINGH)
September 08, 2015 JUDGE
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