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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

LPA-2309-2017 (O&M)
Date of decision:- 17.09.2024

Hartron Works Station and another

...Appellant(s)
Versus
Workman Ashwani Sharma (since deceased) through LRs and
others
...Respondent(s)

LPA-2362-2017 (O&M)

Hartron Works Station and another
...Appellant(s)

Versus
Randeep Singh and others
...Respondent(s)

LPA-2363-2017 (O&M)

Hartron Works Station and another
...Appellant(s)

Versus
Shiv Charan and others
...Respondent(s)

LPA-2364-2017 (O&M)

Hartron Works Station and another
...Appellant(s)

Versus
Amar Bahadur and others
...Respondent(s)

LPA-2365-2017 (O&M)

Hartron Works Station and another
...Appellant(s)

Versus
Pawan Sharma and others
AMODH SHARMA ...Respondent(s)

2024.09.20 10:47

I attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this
order/judgement



AMODH SHARMA
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LPA-2309-2017 (O&M) & other connected matters -2-

LPA-2366-2017 (O&M)

Hartron Works Station and another
...Appellant(s)
Versus
Ravinder Kumar and others
...Respondent(s)

LPA-2367-2017 (O&M)

Hartron Works Station and another
...Appellant(s)
Versus
Baldev Raj and others

...Respondent(s)
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SHEEL NAGU, CHIEF JUSTICE
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KSHETARPAL

Present:-  Mr. Namit Khurana, Advocate,
for the appellants.
Mr. Deepak Balyan, Additional Advocate General, Haryana.
Mr. D.S. Nalwa, Advocate,
for respondents No. 2 to 4.
K sk sk sk

SHEEL NAGU, C.J. (ORAL)

1. Learned counsel for the rival parties are at consensus that the
issue involved in the present appeals has rendered infructuous.

2. It is contended that the present appeals were against an
interlocutory order passed by the learned Single Judge on 25.10.2017 in
CM-10198-CWP-2017 in/and CWP-3904-2015, CWP Nos. 3226, 3291, 3293,
3965, 3966, 20872, 3893, 3886, 21400, 21448-2015 and 26384-2016 and since
the said writ petitions have been decided by another learned Single Judge vide
final order dated 08.02.2024, the present appeals have become infructuous and
may be dismissed as such.

3. In view of the above, the appeals stand dismissed as infructuous.
4. All the applications including the applications for additional

evidence stand disposed of.
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CHIEF JUSTICE
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JUDGE
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