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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No. 10428 of 2016 (O/M)
Date of decision : 17.8.2016

Satyabir Singh . Petitioner (s)

Versus

State of Haryana and others ... Respondent (s)
CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH

Present:-  Mr. Sajjan Singh Malik, Advocate, for,
Mr. Pawan Kumar Hooda, Advocate, for the petitioner.

1. Whether the Reporters of local newspaper may be allowed to
see the judgment ?

To be referred to the Reporter or not.

3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the digest ?

N

KULDIP SINGH J. (ORAL)

The claim of the petitioner is that his wife Smt. Roshni Devi,
Head Teacher, was wrongly denied Assured Career Progression Scheme-II
after completion of 30 years of service. The wife of the petitioner died on
18.3.2014. The petitioner states that she was initially appointed on 7.9.1983
on adhoc basis and later on, she was given regular appointment. The claim
of the petitioner is that the adhoc service should be counted towards grant of
assured career progression scheme.

The reliance is placed upon Rule 7 of the Haryana Civil
Services (Assured Career Progression) Rules, 2008 (Annexure-P-2) as
amended, vide order dated 4.3.2014 (Annexure-P-3), issued by the
Government of Haryana, Department of Finance. The perusal of the said

rule shows that the criteria is 'regular satisfactory service' for a certain
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period. The adhoc service is different from regular service. Therefore, from
its face, the adhoc service cannot be counted as regular service for the

purpose of assured career progression scheme.

Dismissed.
(KULDIP SINGH)
JUDGE
17.8.2016
sjks
Whether speaking / reasoned : Yes

Whether Reportable : No



