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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH
C.W.P No. 16066 of 2014

DATE OF DECISION:16.12.2016

Ajit Singh and others .. Petitioners

Versus

State of Punjab and others ... Respondents

BEFORE:- HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE DAYA CHAUDHARY

Present:-  Mr. R.K. Malik, Senior Advocate with
Mr. U.K. Agnihotri, Advocate
for the petitioners.

Mr. Pankaj Mulwani, DAG, Punjab.

sk sksk

DAYA CHAUDHARY, J.

Admitted case of the parties is that the petitioners have been
granted benefit of promotion in the rank of Head Constable w.e.f. 1.4.1994,
however, learned senior counsel for the petitioners submits that the
petitioners have not been treated like the similarly situated persons as they
have been given actual benefit, whereas, the petitioners have been given the
notional benefit.

In case the petitioners have not been treated like other similarly
situated persons then the petitioner is also entitled for the same benefits,
which have been granted to similarly situated persons.

In view of the above, the present petition is disposed of with a

direction to the respondents that in case the benefit granted to similarly
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situated persons has not been granted to the petitioners, the same be given
to the petitioners within a period of one month from the date of receipt of
copy of the order.

Disposed of accordingly.

December 16, 2016 (DAYA CHAUDHARY)
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