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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No. 5167 of 2016 (O/M)
Date of decision : 30.9.2016

Harish Chander Lakhani ... Petitioner (s)
Versus
State of Punjab and others ... Respondent (s)
CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH
Present:-  Mr. Manpreet Singh, Advocate, for the petitioner.
Mr. P.S. Ghuman, Additional A.G. Punjab.

Mr. Vikas Bishnoi, Advocate, for,
Mr. Sumit Jain, Advocate, for respondent No. 4.

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 petitioner retired as Inspector from Municipal Council,
Ropar, on 31.8.2015.

The learned counsel for the petitioner has stated that the
pension was released on 21.1.2016, whereas other dues were released on
6.7.2016 i.e. after the delay. The claim surviving for consideration is only
for payment of interest on the delayed payments.

I have heard the learned counsels for the parties and have also
carefully gone through the file.

Admittedly, the pension and other papers were to be submitted
within time. The date of retirement of the petitioner is 31.8.2015.
Therefore, effective from 1.12.2015, the respondent-Municipal Council,

Ropar, shall pay interest to the petitioner at the rate of 9% per annum on the
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delayed payments till actual payment was released i.e. 6.7.2016.

The present writ petition is allowed.

(KULDIP SINGH)
JUDGE
30.9.2016
sjks

Whether speaking / reasoned ; Yes

Whether Reportable ; No



