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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).11487/2003

(From the judgenent and order dated 05/09/2002 in RA No. 185/2002
in CWP No.10774/ 1999 of The H GH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA
AT CHANDI GARH)

STATE OF HARYANA AND ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
RULDU RAM AND ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and prayer for interim
relief and office report)

W TH SLP(C) NO 12879-12881 of 2003

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and c/delay in filing
Affidavit of Dasti Service and office report)

SLP(C) NO 3293 of 2004

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and prayer for interim
relief and office report)

Date: 22/03/2010 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE AFTAB ALAM
HON BLE DR JUSTI CE B. S. CHAUHAN

For Petitioner(s) M. Manjit Singh, AAG
M. Kamal Mhan Gupta, Adv.
For Respondent (s) Dr. Ramesh K. Haritash, Adv.
M. Sanjay K Hadal a, Adv.
Dr. Kail ash Chand, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER
This matter relates to regularisation in service of
some cl ass |V enpl oyees. The order of regul arisation was
passed by the High Court on 4.2.2000 in Wit Petition No.10774
of 1999. Later on, in a simlar case, the High Court directed
the State Governnment to constitute a cormittee to consider the
regul ari sation of enpl oyees simlarly si t uat ed. In t he
I'ight of t he | ater order of the Hi gh Court, a petition was
- 2 -
filed for review of the order dated 4.2.2000 in Wit Petition
No. 10774 of 1999. The Hi gh Court di smi ssed t he Revi ew
Petition by order dated 5.9.2002, taking into consideration

al so the fact that the Special Leave Petition against its
order of 4.2.2000 was disnissed by this Court.
Agai nst the order dism ssing the Review Petition, this
Speci al leave Petition was filed in which notice was directed
to be issued on 8.7.2003. Fromthe record, it nowhere appears
that there was any stay of the order of the Hi gh Court passed
in the year 2000. This natter has renai ned pending before this
Court for the past seven years and the order sheets disclose
that on a number of occasions, the matter was adjourned at the
i nstance of t he St ate. Duri ng this peri od, some of t he
respondents have died and substitutions petitionis filed to
bring on record their heirs and | egal representatives.
Even if we disregard the delay in filing the Special
Leave Petitions (whi ch are yet to be condoned), in our
considered view, the way this matter is lingering on, it has
|l ost all relevance and no useful purpose will be served by



carrying it on any further.
The Special Leave Petitions are accordingly dism ssed.

(Neetu Sachdeva) (R K. Sharnma)
Sr. P. A Court Master



