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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

(227) CWP-14113-2019
Date of Decision : November 09, 2022

Meera Devi .. Petitioner

Versus

State of Haryana and others .. Respondents
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI
Present: Mr. S.K. Malik, Advocate, for the petitioner.

Mr. Sandeep Singh Maan, Additional Advocate General,

Haryana.

HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI J. (ORAL)

Learned counsel for the petitioner argues that in the present
petition, the grievance of the petitioner is that in the year 2018, the services
of the petitioner were regularized w.e.f. 2011 whereas, the petitioner was
entitled for regularization of his services w.e.f. the year 2003/2004 keeping
in view the regularization policy issued in the year 2003/2004 regarding the
part time employees. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the
basis of the said claim was that there were enough regular sanctioned posts
in the District concerned in the year 2003/2004 so as to accommodate the
petitioner for regularization of her services.

Learned counsel for the respondents submits that keeping in

view the reply filed, even the regularization granted to the petitioner w.e.f.
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the year 2011 has been sought to be withdrawn after issuance of the show
cause notice and the said order is not under challenge in the present petition
and therefore, once, the petitioner has been found entitled for regularization
from the year 2018, claim as raised in the present petition is liable to be
rejected.

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that as the
respondents have issued the said show cause notice during the pendency of
the present petition, proposing even to withdraw the benefit of
regularization of services granted to the petitioner w.e.f. the year 2011, the
present petition may kindly be disposed of having been not pressed with
liberty to the petitioner to challenge the said order/show cause notice along
with the grievance that the recovery, if any which is being done from the
petitioner in pursuance to the said order, is arbitrary and illegal.

Ordered accordingly.

November 09, 2022 (HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI)
harsha JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes
Whether reportable : No
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