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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA  Mtedrity of this document

AT CHANDIGARH
115 CWP No.13045 of 2017
Date of decision: 04.07.2017
Hari Om ....Petitioner
Versus
State of Haryana & others ...Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE G.S.SANDHAWALIA
Present: Mr.J.D.Gautam, Advocate, for the petitioner.

G.S. SANDHAWALIA, J. (Oral)

Petitioner is seeking appointment as a Guest Teacher (Hindi) w.e.f.
16.01.2006 and wages apart from seeking setting aside of the appointment of
private respondent No.5-Urmila Rani, who was appointed via back-door entry,
after the cut-off date and therefore, this Court has been approached.

A period of more than a decade has gone by. Certain rights have
accrued to the private respondent No.5. In matters pertaining to service
jurisprudence, delay is an aspect which is to be kept in mind. Accordingly,
keeping in view the fact that private-respondent No.5 had been appointed on
16.01.2006, against which, the petitioner did not raise any grievance and as
such, he is not entitled, at this stage, to seek the relief as prayed for, under
Article 226 of the Constitution of India.

Accordingly, in view of the above, the present writ petition stands

dismissed in limine, on the ground of limitation.
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