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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH
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COCP No.700 of 2019
Date of Decision: 19.09.2019

Kapil Sharma and others
Petitioners
Versus
Mukul Kumar, H.C.S., Director Hospitality Organization and another
Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AVNEESH JHINGAN

Present: Mr. Samrat Malik, Advocate
for the petitioners.

Mr. Sandeep S. Mann, Sr. D.A.G., Haryana.
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AVNEESH JHINGAN, J (Oral):

The petitioners filed a writ petition in the nature of
Certiorari for quashing the action of the respondent of replacing the
petitioner by fresh contractual employees and for direction that
petitioners shall continue till regular selection is made. The writ
petition was allowed on 10.09.2018. It was ordered that petitioners
would continue to work on their posts till regular selection is made
and they would be entitled to salary as per minimum pay scale from
the date of appointment as admissible to regular employees.
However, dispute raised in the contempt petition is that in spite of the
fact that petitioners are continuing on the post and are being paid

salary but the same is not as per minimum pay scale.

| attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this document
HIGH COURT, CHANDIGARH



PANKAJ BAWEJA
2019.09.24 10:39

COCP No.700 of 2019 -2-

Learned counsel for the petitioner is not in a position to
show that the said grievance was ever raised before the respondents
that salary being received by them is not as per directions dated
10.09.2018 of this Couirt.

The contempt petition is disposed of at this stage. Let the
petitioners approach the respondents, through representation, to
raise grievance with regard to salary not being paid as per minimum
pay scale admissible to regular employees. In case needful is done,
representation would be decided by the respondents expeditiously
by passing a reasoned order after providing opportunity of hearing to
the petitioners. The needful shall be done within four weeks from
receipt of representation.

Rule issued against the respondents stands discharged.

[AVNEESH JHINGAN]
JUDGE
September 19, 2019
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1. Whether speaking/ reasoned : Yes / No
2. Whether reportable : Yes / No
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