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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No. 9452 of 2017 (O/M)
Date of decision : 4.5.2017

Nirbhai Singh . Petitioner (s)
Versus

Punjab State Power Corpn. Limited and another ... Respondent (s)

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH

Present:-  Mr. Gaurav Sharma, Advocate, for the petitioner.

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

2. To be referred to the Reporter or not.

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

KULDIP SINGH J. (ORAL)

Heard.

The petitioner joined the service on 3.8.1984 and sought
premature retirement from service on 31.12.2007. Now, he claims that one
of his junior Malkit Singh had joined the service as Lineman on 20.2.1986
i.e. after one and a half year of joining the petitioner. With effect from
1.1.1996, the pay scales were revised. The said Malkit Singh was granted
annual increment in February, 1996 and the pay of the petitioner was fixed
at Rs. 5700 with effect from 1.1.1996. Later on, with effect from 3.8.2000,
the pay of the petitioner was fixed at Rs. 7500/- and from 3.8.2001, it was
fixed at Rs. 7750/-. However, the pay of said Malkit Singh was fixed at Rs.
8000/- on 20.2.2002.

I am of the view that apparently after the fixation of pay on
1.1.1996, the parties might have chosen the different date of increment with
the result that the date of increment of the petitioner was in August and that

of his junior Malkit Singh was in February, with the result that the said
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Malkit Singh will get higher pay with effect from February and the
petitioner will get the same pay from the month of August. The petitioner
was getting salary of Rs. 7750/- with effect from 3.8.2001 and his junior
Malkit Singh was getting salary of Rs. 8000/- with effect from 20.2.2002,
meaning thereby that on 20.2.2001, he was getting salary lesser than Rs.
8000/-. This is due to difference in the month of increment. After 2002, the
petitioner remained silent for nearly 16 years. Even during the service till
his retirement in the year 2007, he did not raise any objection regarding the
month of the increment. It is not a case of lesser fixation of pay, but
difference of some pay due to date of increment. It being so, this Court is
not inclined to entertain the present writ petition on the ground of delay and
latches and on the ground that the difference of salary was only for few
months only on account of different month of increment.

In view of the matter, the present writ petition is dismissed.

(KULDIP SINGH)
JUDGE
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