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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CM-8063-CWP-2022 in/and
CWP-19058-2018
Date of decision: 11.03.2024

CHARAN SINGH
..APPLICANT/PETITIONER

VERSUS
PUNJAB SMALL INDUSTRIES AND

EXPORT CORPORATION
..RESPONDENT

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE NAMIT KUMAR

Present: Mr. Manpreet Singh, Advocate for
Mr. P.S. Khurana, Advocate for the petitioner.

Mr. Gourav Goel, Advocate for the respondent.
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NAMIT KUMAR ,J. (ORAL)

CM-8063-CWP-2022

This is an application under Article 226 of the Constitution of India
read with Section 151 CPC for placing on record an office order dated
01.04.2022 passed by the respondent-Corporation as Annexure P-11.

For the reasons mentioned in the application, the same is allowed.
Annexure P-11 is taken on record.

Main case

1. The present petition has been filed under Article 226 of the
Constitution of India for issuance of a writ in the nature of certiorari impugning
the order dated 26.05.2017 passed by the respondent whereby the claim of the

renupala  Petitioner for regularization on the post of T. Mate has been declined (Annexure
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P-1) with a further prayer to direct the respondent to regularize the services of
the petitioner on the post of T. Mate with all consequential benefits.

2. Learned counsel for the respondent submits that since the services of
the petitioner have already been regularized w.e.f 01.07.2013 vide order dated
01.04.2022 (Annexure P-11), therefore, the instant petition has been rendered
infructuous.

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the petitioner is entitled
to be regularized w.e.f the year 2002. He further submits that he may be
permitted to approach the competent authority for claiming the regularization
from earlier date by filing a detailed representation which may be considered by
the said authority in a time bound manner.

4. Learned counsel for the respondent has no objection to the innocuous
prayer made by the counsel for the petitioner.

5. If any, such representation/justice demand notice is served by the
petitioner within a period of one month, the same shall be considered and

disposed of by the respondent within a period of three months thereafter.

6. Disposed of in above terms.
11.03.2024 (NAMIT KUMAR)
renubala JUDGE

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