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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CWP No.17223 of 2018 (O&M)
Date of decision: 16.11.2018

Jai Kanwar
...Petitioner
Versus

The State of Haryana and others
...Respondents

CORAM:HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE RITU BAHRI

Present: Mr. Sandeep Goyal, Advocate,

for the petitioner.
sekosk

Ritu Bahri, J.

CM No.16982 of 2018

Annexures P-8 to P-12 are taken on record.
Misc. application stands allowed accordingly.

CWP No.17223 of 2018

Petitioner is seeking quashing of the order dated 24.05.2018
(Annexure P-1), vide which his request for correcting date of enlistment has
been rejected.

Learned counsel for the petitioner has referred to the seniority list
(Annexure P-12) of Constable Driver of Haryana Police Telecom Wing,
wherein the petitioner has been shown at serial No.97 taking his date of
enlistment as 13.10.1989. Even in the nominal provisional seniority list,
petitioner's name figured at serial No.34 taking his date of enlistment as
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13.10.1989.
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Vide impugned order dated 24.05.2018 (Annexure P-7), claim of
the petitioner for correcting the date of his enlistment has been rejected on
the ground that he was appointed as Constable Driver in District Sonepat on
21.09.1989 and after a gap of almost 28 years, he is seeking change of date
of enlistment, which is not justified.

Heard, learned counsel for the petitioner. The petitioner was
appointed as Constable Driver on 21.09.1989 along with 20 other
candidates and was sent to SP Wireless, Haryana for allotment of belt
numbers. Belt numbers were allotted to 19 candidates on 02.10.1989. Belt
numbers to one Satbir Singh and present petitioner were allotted on
12.10.1989 and 13.10.1989 respectively. The petitioner is claiming correction
of his date of enlistment after a gap of almost 28 years. There is no
explanation of causing such a long delay. Hence, the claim of the petitioner

has been rightly rejected by the respondents.

No merits.
Dismissed.
(RITU BAHRI)
16.11.2018 JUDGE
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