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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH
CWP No. 14185 of 2016
Date of Decision 19.2.2018
Saroj alias Lali ...Petitioner.
Versus
Haryana Urban Development Authority and others ...Respondents

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ARUN PALLI

Present:  Mr.Yesh Paal Malik, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Deepak Balyan, Advocate
for the respondents

osksgok

ARUN PALLL J. (ORAL)

The petitioner was engaged as Sweeper on daily wages by the
respondent department on 1.2.1992. However, her services were terminated
on 1.2.1997. But the Labour Court, vide its award dated 19.4.2006
(Annexure P-1), ordered her reinstatement with continuity of service and
50% back wages. Concededly, the award rendered by the Labourt Court has
since attained finality. Meaning thereby, as of today, the petitioner has
served the respondent department for over 25 years. The limited grievance
that she has is; that one Raj Pal son of Baldev, who was appointed much
later than the petitioner, i.e. on 1.7.1995, as Chowkidar and served in the
same office, has since been regularised vide order dated 20.1.2017; in
compliance to the decision of this Court, dated 4.4.2016, rendered in CWP
No0.22606 of 2012 (Annexure P-4), filed by aforesaid Raj Pal. Thus, her
services too ought to have been regularised in terms of government

notification dated 1.10.2003.
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The factual position, as narrated above, is not disputed by the
learned counsel for the respondents. Rather, he submits that this petition
itself shall be considered as representation on behalf of the petitioner, and
her claim shall be examined and dealt with within a period of eight weeks
from today. And appropriate orders in accordance with law shall be passed.
The petition is accordingly disposed of in the above terms.
However, in the event the claim of the petitioner is declined, the respondent

authorities shall pass a comprehensive order assigning reasons in support

thereof.
19.2.2018 (ARUN PALLI)
AK Sharma JUDGE
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