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passed in LPA
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290-2025, wherein 

consideration. 
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upon the opinion of the majority, the appeal came to be disposed of on 

29.08.2025. It is prayed that this appeal be decided on the same terms. 
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ASHWANI KUMAR MISHRA, J. (Oral) 

Prayer is made to dispose of this appeal in terms of order 

passed in LPA-290-2025, decided on 29.05.2025

It transpires that there was a difference of opinion in LPA

2025, wherein controversy similar to one arising in this case arose for 

consideration.  

The matter consequently was referred to a third Judg

upon the opinion of the majority, the appeal came to be disposed of on 

29.08.2025. It is prayed that this appeal be decided on the same terms. 

It appears that the claim of the present appellant was

pending awaiting the decision of the pending LPA

Lather vs. State of Haryana and others’.  

Learned State counsel has also produced a communication 

received from the Chief Secretary, to the Government of Haryana, in 
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is made to dispose of this appeal in terms of order 

2025, decided on 29.05.2025. 

It transpires that there was a difference of opinion in LPA-

controversy similar to one arising in this case arose for 

referred to a third Judge. Based 

upon the opinion of the majority, the appeal came to be disposed of on 

29.08.2025. It is prayed that this appeal be decided on the same terms.  

It appears that the claim of the present appellant was kept 

nding LPA-290-2025, ‘Surinder 

Learned State counsel has also produced a communication 

received from the Chief Secretary, to the Government of Haryana, in 



 
 

LPA-1037-2024 (O&M)   [2] 
 

 

which, it is clearly stated that the appellant’s claim is identical to the 

appellant in ‘Surinder Lather vs. State of Haryana’, LPA-290-2025. The 

communication received from the Chief Secretary to the Government of 

Haryana, is taken on record.   

6.  We are also informed that the judgment delivered in LPA-

290-2025, has been given effect to by the State.  

7.  In that view of the matter, this appeals stands allowed in terms 

of the judgment delivered in LPA-290-2025.  

8.   All pending misc. application(s), if any, also stands disposed 

of.  
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