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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH
(116) CWP-6534-2023
Date of decision:- 10.05.2023
Karan Singla ...Petitioner
Versus
State of Haryana and others ...Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SUVIR SEHGAL

Present:- Ms. Nancy Vashistha, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Pankaj Middha, Addl. A.G., Haryana

Kk sk

SUVIR SEHGAL, J. (Oral)

1. Instant petition has been filed inter alia seeking issuance of a writ
in the nature of mandamus directing respondents No.3 and 4 to take action
against erring officials-respondents No.5 and 6 for misappropriation of funds
as they are not making payment of salary to the petitioner.
2. On the basis of advance notice, State counsel has sought
instructions and has submitted a copy of Memo No. Acctt.-2-2023/3489
dated 09.05.2023 received from District Food and Supplied Controller,
Kurukshetra, relevant extract of which is as under:-
“Titled Civil Writ Petition 6534/2023 is pending
before Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana, High Court
Chandigarh and fixed for 10.05.2023. The brief facts of the

case are that the petitioner was initially appointed through
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service provider namely M/s Carewell Security Service,
Yamunanagar in the year 2021-22 for Watch and Ward of
the wheat stocks at Ladwa center. He was paid wages
through the service provider in the year 2022-23. The Govt.
of Haryana has created a Department namely Haryana
Kaushal Rozgar Nigam Limited and all the Department in
Haryana was directed by the Government to register the
employees working in the respective Departments.
Accordingly the petitioner was registered in Haryana
Kaushal Rozgar Nigam. It is pertinent to mention here that
the petitioner was given offer for appointment as Chowkidar
by the Haryana Kaushal Rozgar Nigam but petitioner himself
not joined his duty for the respective post in the Department.
There is no record of his attendance in this office. Hence, he
is not entitled for a relief for wages as alleged in the

petition.”

In view of the factual position as is depicted from the above

reproduced communication, there is no merit in the petition, which is hereby

dismissed.
(SUVIR SEHGAL)
10.05.2023 JUDGE
Kamal
Whether Speaking/Reasoned Yes/No

KAMAL SHARMA

2023.05.10 17:16

I attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this order/judgment
High Court, Chandigarh

Whether Reportable Yes/No




