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PARTAP SINGH

 STATE OF HARYANA AND ORS.
 
CORAM:
 
Present: 
 
          
 
 
HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI, J. (Oral)
 

1.   

challenging the award dated 2

as Annexure P

petitioner. 

2.   

and the evidence

gainfully employed 

case, no such

benefit of 

3.   

petitioner must have reti

pursuing the present remedy. 

4.   

5.   

 

 
17-07-2025
Sapna Goyal 

 NOTE: 
  

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
   AT CHANDIGARH

   CWP-9473
   Date of Decision : 17

PARTAP SINGH     
VERSUS

STATE OF HARYANA AND ORS.  

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI

 None for the petitioner. 

Mr. Gaurav Jindal, Addl. A.G., Haryana. 

HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI, J. (Oral)

The present petition was filed in the year 2004 i.e. 21 years ago 

challenging the award dated 24.12.2002, 

as Annexure P-1, by which, the benefit of backwages was denied to the 

petitioner.  

The benefit of backwages can only be granted in case the facts 

and the evidence which comes on record

nfully employed during the period after termination 

case, no such fact or evidence was brought on record 

benefit of backwages.  

No one is appearing on behalf of the petitioner hence, the 

etitioner must have retired as of now and might not be interested in 

pursuing the present remedy.  

Dismissed for non-prosecution. 

Pending application, if any, also stand

2025 
 
(HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI)

NOTE:  Whether speaking: YES
    Whether reportable: NO

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA 
AT CHANDIGARH 

9473-2004 (O&M) 
Date of Decision : 17-07-2025 

 ........Petitioner 
VERSUS 

   ........Respondent(s) 

HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI

Gaurav Jindal, Addl. A.G., Haryana.  

HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI, J. (Oral) 

The present petition was filed in the year 2004 i.e. 21 years ago 

.12.2002, copy of which has been appended 

by which, the benefit of backwages was denied to the 

backwages can only be granted in case the facts 

comes on record shows that the Workman was not 

during the period after termination and in the present 

evidence was brought on record so as to claim the 

o one is appearing on behalf of the petitioner hence, the 

ed as of now and might not be interested in 

prosecution.  

, if any, also stands disposed of. 

(HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI)
JUDGE 

: YES 
NO 

 

 

 

HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI 

The present petition was filed in the year 2004 i.e. 21 years ago 

copy of which has been appended 

by which, the benefit of backwages was denied to the 

backwages can only be granted in case the facts 

that the Workman was not 

and in the present 

to claim the 

o one is appearing on behalf of the petitioner hence, the 

ed as of now and might not be interested in 

(HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI) 
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