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  IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA 

                   AT CHANDIGARH 

                    **** 

636      CWP-2882-2009  

Date of Decision: 21.08.2025  
 

JOGI RAM AND ORS.                                       ...Petitioner 

Vs. 

STATE OF HARYANA AND ORS.       …Respondents 

With 

Sr. 

No. 

Case No. Petitioner(s) Respondent(s) 

2.  CWP-1941-2009 Jaipal and Ors. State of Haryana and Ors. 

3.  CWP-1973-2009 Ranbir Singh and 

Ors. 

State of Haryana and Ors. 

4.  CWP-2668-2009 Shri Bhagwan State of Haryana and Ors. 

5.  CWP-6404-2009 

(O&M) 

Shiv Lal State of Haryana and Ors. 

 
 

CORAM:- HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JAGMOHAN BANSAL 
 

Present:- Mr. J.S. Saneta, Advocate for the petitioner  

  (in CWP-2668-2008) 
 

  Mr. Karamveer Singh Banyana, Advocate  

  for the petitioners (in CWP-1973-2009) 
 

  Mr. Ramesh Sindhar, Advocate  

  for petitioner (in CWP-6404-2009) 
 

Mr. Suneel Ranga, DAG Haryana.  

  ***  

JAGMOHAN BANSAL, J. (ORAL) 

 

1.  As common issues are involved in the captioned petitions, 

with the consent of both sides, the same are hereby disposed of by this 

common order. For the sake of brevity and convenience, facts are 

borrowed from CWP-2882-2009.   

2.   Learned counsel for the petitioners submits that petitioners 

are working with respondent for more than three decades.  They are 
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working without any interruption.  They are regularly paid salaries by 

respondent.  They are eligible for regularization as per Policy of 2003 as 

well as 2011.  The respondent is denying them benefit of regularization 

on the ground of qualification.  They are Class-IV employees and 

working for more than three decades, thus, they cannot be denied benefit 

of 2003 or 2011 Policy on the sole ground of educational qualification.   

3.  Learned State counsel submits that as per his instructions 

few petitioners have passed away and few have already been regularized 

as per Policy of 2014.   

4.  On being confronted with judgment dated 22.01.2025 passed 

in CWP No. 10071 of 2022, titled as "Sanjeev Kumar vs. State of 

Haryana and Others, learned State counsel submits that claim of the 

petitioners would be considered as per aforesaid judgment.  If any 

petitioner has already been regularized as per policy of 2014, he would be 

treated as per observations made by this Court in aforesaid judgment.   

5.  Let the needful be done within a period of six  months.   

6.  Disposed of.  

7.  Pending application(s), if any stands disposed of.   

 

       (JAGMOHAN BANSAL) 

            JUDGE 

21.08.2025 
 Deepak DPA  
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