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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYARNA™ o s document
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No0.1726 of 2014
Decided on : 21.04.2016
Radha Rani & others

... Petitioners
Versus

State of Punjab & others
... Respondents

CORAM : HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE G.S. SANDHAWALIA
Present: Mr.Vinay Puri, Advocate, for the petitioners.
Mr.Avinit Avasthi, AAG, Punjab.

G.S. Sandhawalia, J. (Oral)

Petitioners seek the benefit of regularization from the
date their juniors were regularized.

As per the written statement filed, apart from
petitioner No.3, petitioners No.1, 2 & 4 have been regularized
whereas petitioner No.3 has not been granted the said benefit as
he is at Sr.N0.143 and the services of the employees were to be
regularized only upto seniority No.121. It is further averred that
his case would be considered as per seniority, on his turn.

In such circumstances, the present writ petition has
been rendered infructuous and the same is disposed of, as
such. However, petitioner No.3 will be at liberty to take recourse
to further proceedings, in accordance with law, in case petitioner

No.3 is not considered for seniority, on the due date, on his turn.
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