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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HAR ¥AdNigy of this document
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No. 15335 of 2018 (O/M)
Date of decision : 7.6.2018
Pankaj and others .. Petitioner(s)

Versus

State of Haryana and others ... Respondent(s)

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH

Present:-  Mr. Sunil Polist, Advocate,
for petitioners.
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 Government of Haryana had floated a scheme called
Educated Youth Allowance and Honorarium Scheme, 2016, to provide
monthly unemployment allowance to educated youth and honorarium to
eligible post graduate applicants for honorary assignment in various
Departments/Boards/Corporations/Registered Societies etc. under Haryana
Government and in Private Companies/Enterprises. Petitioners were also
accordingly granted honorarium assignment with effect from 8.3.2017,
which was to end on 8.9.2019. Petitioners were called Saksham Yuvas.
Petitioners were performing their honorarium duties. Now, vide letter dated
8.5.2018, all the Saksham Yuvas have been relieved from their work
assignments immediately without giving any notice as respondents No. 1
and 2 have started rotation policy (Annexure-P-5).

Heard.
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I am of the view that honorarium assignment was given as a
matter of concession. If that scheme has been modified, petitioners cannot
claim honorarium as a matter of right. =~ The Government can always make
necessary modification in the Scheme. The rotation policy of providing
honorarium assignments to similarly situated other Saksham Yuvas appears
to be modification of scheme. Therefore, petitioners have got no vested
right to continue till 8.9.2019. As such, no direction can be issued to State
Government to allow petitioners to continue till 8.9.2019. Consequently,
civil writ petition is dismissed.

The learned counsel for petitioners further contends that their
honorarium allowance for period in which they worked has not been released
to them.

It being so, petitioners can make appropriate prayer before
concerned authority, which shall consider same and take necessary action in
the matter to release honorarium for the period petitioners worked on

honorary assignment.
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