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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH ™ “<m*""

CWP No0.4498 of 2016
Decided on : 10.05.2016

Lal Singh & others
... Petitioners
Versus

State of Punjab & others ... Respondents

CORAM : HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE G.S. SANDHAWALIA

Present: Mr.K.P.S.Sandhu, Advocate, for the petitioners.

G.S. Sandhawalia , J. (Oral)

Petitioners seek remuneration as per the 6" Pay
Commission, which was implemented in the year 2009 w.e.f.
01.01.2006. It is the case of the petitioners that their pay and
pension were revised but the revised remuneration for the
re-employment period, i.e., difference between last revised pay
and pension, have not been paid. Petitioners' claim is that as per
the Ordinance No.2 of 2006 (Annexure P1), teachers who had
been re-employed, shall be paid remuneration till the end of the
session. The details of the period of re-employment of the
petitioners has been mentioned in Annexure P2.

Counsel submits that the petitioners have approached
the respondents vide representation dated 22.12.2015 (Annexure
P3) for the necessary relief, but the same has not been decided.
Reliance is also placed upon directions issued in CWP-15922-
2015 titled Baldev Raj & others Vs. State of Punjab & others,

decided on 17.08.2015 (Annexure P4) wherein, this Court had, in
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similar circumstances, directed the respondents to take decision.
It has been specifically averred that the petitioners in the said case
have been granted the necessary relief and the petitioners are also
similarly situated. Counsel submits that the petitioners would be
satisfied if the representation dated 22.12.2015 (Annexure P3) is
decided, within a fixed time frame.

Notice of motion.

Mr.R.S.Sidhu, AAG, Punjab accepts notice on behalf of
the respondents. Copy of the paperbook has been supplied to him.

Keeping in view the limited relief sought, this Court
does not feel it necessary to ask the respondents to file reply.

Accordingly, without commenting upon the merits of the
case and the entitlement of the petitioners, the present writ petition
is disposed of, with a direction to respondent No.2, to decide the
said claim, within a period of 3 months from the date of receipt of
the certified copy of this order and ensure that the dues are paid to
the petitioners. In case the amount is to be denied, a speaking

order be passed and the same be conveyed to the petitioners.

(G.S. SANDHAWALIA)
MAY 10, 2016 JUDGE
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