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      IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
 

 (226)  
  
  

The Divisional Forest Officer 

Rajbir and others

CORAM: 
 

Present:  

 
  

    
  

KULDEEP TIWARI

1.   

the Constitution of India, a prayer is made for quashing of award dated 

28.01.2008 (Annexure P

favour of the respondent No.1/workman

reinstatement on his previous post with continuity of service and 50% back 

wages. 

2.   

No.1/workman, wa

remains adjudication is with regard to back wages. 

3.   

him from the quarter concerned, submits that in case, the respondent 

No.1/workman, waive off his right with regard to back wages, the 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
               AT CHANDIGARH

     
     
  

The Divisional Forest Officer (Territorial), Bhiwani

        Versus

and others      

 HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDEEP TIWARI

Mr. Kapil Bansal, DAG, Haryana
for the petitioner. 

Mr. Sandeep Singal, Advocate 
for respondent No.1/workman. 

      **** 

KULDEEP TIWARI, J.(ORAL) 

Through the instant writ petition, cast under Article 226/227 of 

the Constitution of India, a prayer is made for quashing of award dated 

28.01.2008 (Annexure P-1), wherethrough, the reference 

favour of the respondent No.1/workman, and he was awarded the relief of 

reinstatement on his previous post with continuity of service and 50% back 

During the pendency of the instant writ petition, the respondent 

No.1/workman, was reinstated into the service, and now the only issue, which 

remains adjudication is with regard to back wages. 

Learned counsel for the petitioner, on instructions imparted to 

him from the quarter concerned, submits that in case, the respondent 

workman, waive off his right with regard to back wages, the 
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(Territorial), Bhiwani  …Petitioner

Versus 

           ...Respondent

KULDEEP TIWARI 

Kapil Bansal, DAG, Haryana  

Sandeep Singal, Advocate  
  

Through the instant writ petition, cast under Article 226/227 of 

the Constitution of India, a prayer is made for quashing of award dated 

, wherethrough, the reference was answered in 

, and he was awarded the relief of 

reinstatement on his previous post with continuity of service and 50% back 

During the pendency of the instant writ petition, the respondent 

s reinstated into the service, and now the only issue, which 

remains adjudication is with regard to back wages.  

Learned counsel for the petitioner, on instructions imparted to 

him from the quarter concerned, submits that in case, the respondent 

workman, waive off his right with regard to back wages, the 

 

 

Petitioner 

...Respondents 

Through the instant writ petition, cast under Article 226/227 of 

the Constitution of India, a prayer is made for quashing of award dated 

was answered in 

, and he was awarded the relief of 

reinstatement on his previous post with continuity of service and 50% back 

During the pendency of the instant writ petition, the respondent 

s reinstated into the service, and now the only issue, which 

Learned counsel for the petitioner, on instructions imparted to 

him from the quarter concerned, submits that in case, the respondent 

workman, waive off his right with regard to back wages, the 
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petitioner/Management, would not press the instant writ petition, with regard 

to legality of reinstatement, as awarded by learned Tribunal.

4.   

impugned award is modified to the extent that respondent No.1/workman, is 

entitled to reinstatement on his previous post

However, without any

5.   

submits that his case be considered for regularization

6.   

cannot be adjudicated through the instant writ petition, and for the said 

purpose, the respondent No.1/workman, is at liberty to approach the 

authorities concerned, to establish his right o

7.  

pressed. 

  

  
 

     
 
 
May 11, 2026
Manpreet 
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petitioner/Management, would not press the instant writ petition, with regard 

to legality of reinstatement, as awarded by learned Tribunal.

In view of the consensus arrived at between the par

impugned award is modified to the extent that respondent No.1/workman, is 

entitled to reinstatement on his previous post

owever, without any back wages. 

At this stage, learned counsel for respondent No.1/workman,

submits that his case be considered for regularization

This Court is of the considered opinion that the above said aspect 

cannot be adjudicated through the instant writ petition, and for the said 

purpose, the respondent No.1/workman, is at liberty to approach the 

authorities concerned, to establish his right o

Consequently, the instant writ petition is 

  

     

     

May 11, 2026 

Whether speaking/reasoned 
Whether reportable  
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petitioner/Management, would not press the instant writ petition, with regard 

to legality of reinstatement, as awarded by learned Tribunal. 

In view of the consensus arrived at between the parties, the 

impugned award is modified to the extent that respondent No.1/workman, is 

entitled to reinstatement on his previous post with continuity of service. 

At this stage, learned counsel for respondent No.1/workman,

submits that his case be considered for regularization.  

This Court is of the considered opinion that the above said aspect 

cannot be adjudicated through the instant writ petition, and for the said 

purpose, the respondent No.1/workman, is at liberty to approach the 

authorities concerned, to establish his right of regularization.  

Consequently, the instant writ petition is disposed of being not 

             

     (KULDEEP TIWARI)   
         JUDGE  

: Yes/No 
: Yes/No 

 

petitioner/Management, would not press the instant writ petition, with regard 

ties, the 

impugned award is modified to the extent that respondent No.1/workman, is 

with continuity of service. 

At this stage, learned counsel for respondent No.1/workman, 

This Court is of the considered opinion that the above said aspect 

cannot be adjudicated through the instant writ petition, and for the said 

purpose, the respondent No.1/workman, is at liberty to approach the 

disposed of being not 
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