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213 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No.16025 of 2014
Date of Decision: 11" January, 2017
Satyapal and others
....Petitioners
Versus

State of Haryana and others
....Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AJAY TEWARI

Present:  Mr. S.S. Dalal, Advocate
for the petitioners.

Ms. Shruti Goyal, A.A.G., Haryana.

Mr. Sachin Gupta (Ladwa), Advocate
for respondent Nos.2 and 3.

AJAY TEWARI, J. (ORAL)

At the very outset, learned State counsel states that in this
petition the petitioners would pray only for the relief regarding the pay-scale
and does not challenge the remaining part of the impugned order (Annexure
P-7). She, therefore, states that the case was covered by the judgment passed
in Civil Writ Petition No.11223 of 2016 (Krishan Kumar and others Vs.
State of Haryana and others) decided on 09.11.2016 (and the other cases in
that bunch) and it would be satisfied to dispose of the present petition in the
same terms.

Learned State counsel and counsel for respondent Nos.2 and 3
have accepted this fact.

In these circumstances, the present petition is disposed of in the

same terms.
January 11, 2017 (AJAY TEWARI)
ps-1 JUDGE
Whether speaking/reasoned Yes/No
Whether reportable : Yes/No
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