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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CWP No. 5624 of 2016
Date of Decision: 30.07.2018
Jagroop Singh

... Petitioner
Versus
State of Haryana and another ... Respondents
CORAM : Hon'ble Mr. Justice Jaspal Singh
Present : Mr. Aditya Jain, Advocate

for the petitioner.
Mr. C.S. Bakshi, Addl. A.G. Haryana.

ook

JASPAL SINGH., J.(Oral)

The instant Civil Writ Petition under Article 226/227 of
the Constitution of India. The petitioner has sought the issuance of writ
particularly in the nature of Mandamus directing the respondents to
consider the claim of the petitioner in view of the order dated 11.08.2014
(Annexure P-3) passed by Division Bench of this Hon'ble court in LPA No.
961 of 2014 titled as Jagroop Singh Vs. State of Haryana and others and
further direction may also be issued to the respondents to confirm the
petitioner as Inspector w.e.f. 27.07.1976 on completion of two years
service as Inspector and allowing him subsequent claims consequential to
the above in the light of claim of Rajinder Singh, ASI allowed vide order
dated 18.02.2011 (Annexure P-2).

At the very outset, it has been pointed out by learned State

counsel Mr. C.S. Bakshi, that the case of the petitioner with regard to his
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confirmation being effected from 27.07.1976 as well as for regularization
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or ad hoc promotion and the grant of other consequential benefits i.e.
promotion from the rank of DSP to SP and to the further higher post was
considered but was rejected vide order dated 31.03.2017 passed by
Director General of Police, Haryana.

In view of the aforesaid order dated 31.03.2017 passed by the
Director General of Pollice, Haryana, instant petition has rendered
infructuous and if at all the petitioner is required to challenge the aforesaid
order dated 31.03.2017.

Accordingly, instant petition is dismissed as having been
rendered infructuous but with liberty to the effect that if petitioner feels
aggrieved against the order dated 31.03.2017 referred to above, to lay a
challenge thereto.

(JASPAL SINGH)

JUDGE
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P.Sharma

Whether reasoned/speaking Yes/No
Whether reportable Yes/No



