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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CWP-11899-2020
Date of decision: 22.11.2022

SARVESH KUMAR ...Petitioner
VS
STATE OF HARYANA AND OTHERS ...Respondents

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ARUN MONGA

Present:- Mr. R.S. Mamli, Advocate and
Mr. Deepak Kumar, Advocate,
For the petitioner.

Ms. Mamta Singla Talwar, DAG, Haryana.

Mr. Harneet Singh Oberoi, Advocate for respondent-
UOL

ARUN MONGA, J. (ORAIL)

Petition herein, inter alia, is for issuance of a writ in the
nature of mandamus directing the respondents not to replace the
petitioner with other contractual employee and further to consider the
case of the petitioner for regularization.

Learned State counsel, at the outset, submits that
petitioner seems to have been under the wrong impression that there
is any contemplation on the part of the respondents to dispense with
his services as has been better clarified in para 10 of the reply on
merits filed on behalf of respondents No.1, 3 and 4. She submits that
his apprehension is unfounded and there is no such move. As regards

the claim for regularization, she submits that the same shall be dealt
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with on the administrative side by the competent authority and
necessary orders in accordance with law, shall be passed.

In view of the aforesaid statement, writ petition is
disposed of as infructuous. Petitioner is at liberty to pursue his cause

qua regularization with the competent authority.

(ARUN MONGA)
JUDGE
November 22, 2022
vandana
Whether speaking/reasoned: Yes/No
Whether reportable: Yes/No
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