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IN THE PUNJAB AND HARYANA HIGH COURT AT
CHANDIGARH

125 CWP-29113-2026
Date of Decision: 09.09.2026

RAKESH KUMAR AND OTHERS
... Petitioners
VERSUS

STATE OF HARYANA AND OTHERS
... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMAN CHAUDHARY.
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Present: Mr. Mahipal Singh Yadav, Advocate
for the petitioners.

Mr. Udit Garg, Addl. A.G., Haryana.

Mr. Birender Bikram Attrey, Advocate

for respondent No.3.
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AMAN CHAUDHARY, J. (ORAL)

1. Learned counsel submits that despite the claim of the petitioner
having been covered by the Policy dated 18.06.2014 and the judgment passed in
Madan Singh and Others Vs. State of Haryana and Others, Civil Appeal
No0.1996 of 2024, decided on 16.04.2026, the impugned order passed by the
respondents is non-speaking, for which reference is made to paragraph No.5
thereof giving no details as to which eligibility condition as per the
regularization policy, they do not fulfill. He thus prays that the matter may be
directed to be reconsidered and decided afresh by the respondents in light of the

above.
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2. The aforesaid facts having been brought out, during the course of
hearing, learned State counsel, on instructions, fairly states that the respondents
would not be averse to having a relook at the matter and decide the same afresh
within six months in accordance with law, taking note of the submissions made
and policy/judgment referred to hereinabove and after granting an opportunity
of hearing to them, which this Court has no reason to believe the authorities
would not address in a just, fair and reasonable manner.

3. The matter stands disposed of accordingly and if the petitioners are
found entitled, grant the benefit forthwith. Needless to say, if the orders are
adverse to their interest, the same shall contain reasons and they shall be free to

seek legal redress thereupon.

(AMAN CHAUDHARY)
SEPTEMBER 09, 2026. JUDGE
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