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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No. 3822 of 2009
Date of Decision: 29.11.2016
Rambatti ...Petitioner
Vs.
State of Haryana & others ...Respondents

CORAM:-HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV NARAIN RAINA
Present:- None for the petitioner.
Mr. J.S. Bedi, Addl. A.G. Haryana.

RAJIV NARAIN RAINA, J. (Oral)

This matter is similar to one decided by me in CWP 12717 of
20009 titled 'Smt. Saroj and anr. Vs. State of Haryana and ors.'. There are no
distinguishing features except the dates and events and the impugned orders,
which are only mutatis mutandis but in pith and substance are the same with
reference to the common relief sought in both the petitions. In this case, the
death of Government employee occurred on 16.11.2005 which gave rise to
the present case when claim was refused. Even in this case, the monthly
financial assistance was awarded but abruptly stopped by the impugned
order dated 07.07.2009 (Annex. R-II). The type of order which was set aside
in Smt. Saroj case.

For the reasons already recorded in my judgment passed in the
aforesaid petition, I would allow this petition in similar fashion with all
consequential benefits by quashing the impugned order dated 07.07.2009
(Annex R-II) together with all other noting on the file declared infringing the
valuable and accrued rights of the petitioner by issuing a writ of certiorari.
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the respondents to release all benefits to the petitioner including arrears. The
amounts due under the Haryana Compassionate Assistance to the
Dependents of the Deceased Government Employees Rules, 2006 be
determined as per scheme therein within 2 months from the date of receipt
of certified copy of this order and paid to the petitioner along with 6%
interest on the amounts within the same period.

Since, no one appears for the petitioner despite notice in the cause
list, the registry is directed to forward a copy of this order to the petitioner at

the address mentioned in the memo of parties.

(RAJIV NARAIN RAINA)

JUDGE
29.11.2016
neeraj
Whether speaking/reasoned Yes
Whether reportable No
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