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CWP No.1905 of 1994

Satish Bhardwaj & another ...Petitioners

Vs.

State of Haryana & others ...Respondents

CWP No.15297 of 1994

Hawa Singh ...Petitioner

Vs.

State of Haryana & others ...Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV NARAIN RAINA
Present: None for the petitioner(s).
Mr. Harish Nain, AAG, Haryana.

RAJIV NARAIN RAINA, J. (ORAL)

1. This order will dispose of the above captioned writ petitions, as
common questions of law and facts are involved in them which can
conveniently be decided by a common order.

2. CWP No0.1905 of 1994 was admitted on 17.05.1994 to be heard
with CWP No.2536 of 1994. Similarly, CWP No0.15297 of 1994 was
admitted on 26.09.1994 to be heard with CWP No0.1905 of 1994. CWP
No0.2536 of 1994 together with other connected petitions bearing CWP

No.14624 of 1992 and CWP No.1458 of 1993, wherein also challenge is to



CWP No.1905 of 1993 and
CWP No.15297 of 1994

the seniority list of Naib Tehsildars circulated on 05.10.1992, was dismissed
as having been rendered infructuous. This Court in lead case i.e. CWP

No.14624 of 1992 titled ‘Om Parkash Sharma Vs. The State of Harvana &

others’ decided on 05.11.2014 passed the following order:

“This order will dispose of CWP Nos. 14624 of 1992,
1458 of 1993 and 2536 of 1994, as common questions of law
and facts are involved.

Challenge in the bunch of petitions is to the seniority
list of Naib Tehsildars circulated on 5.10.1992.

It is not in dispute that the petitioners in all the
aforesaid petitions have retired after attaining the age of
superannuation. The issue is no more required to be gone
into.

Accordingly, the writ petitions are dismissed as
infructuous.

It is made clear that dismissal of the writ petitions as
infructuous will not, in any way, affect the retiral dues being

drawn by the petitioners.”
3. Accordingly, the instant petitions are disposed of in terms of

Om Parkash Sharma’s case.

30.11.2018 [RAJIV NARAIN RAINA]
Vimal JUDGE
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