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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH
CWP-28293 of 2017

Pritam Singh Bhatia ... Petitioner

VEIsus

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd and others .... Respondents
CWP-29390 of 2017

Banta Singh ... Petitioner

VEIsus

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd and others .... Respondents
Date of decision: 20.11.2019
CORAM:HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI
Present: Mr. H.S. Saini, Advocate
for the petitioner(s).

Mr. Arav Gupta, Advocate
for respondents No.1 and 2 in CWP-29390 of 2017.

Mr. P.K. Longia, Advocate
for respondents No.3 and 4.

Hkeksk

HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI, J.

By this common order, above mentioned two writ petitions are being
disposed off as the same question of law and similar facts are involved in both
the writ petitions.

Learned counsel for the parties agree that the question of law, which
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is being raised in the present writ petition(s) by the petitioner(s) for the grant
of benefit of service, which they had rendered with respondents No.3 and 4 to
be taken into consideration while calculating pensionary benefits of the
petitioners, has already been granted in the judgement passed by the Division
Bench of this Court in LPA No.115 of 2006 titled as Punjab State Electricity
Board vs. State of Punjab and others decided on 12.09.2008.

Learned counsel for the parties also agrees that the said judgement
has already attained finality as the SLP (Civil) No.12028 of 2009 filed by the
aggrieved parties has already been dismissed on 14.2.2014 by the Hon'ble
Supreme Court of India. As the learned counsel for the parties agree that the
case of the petitioner(s) in this writ petitions is covered by the judgement
passed in LPA No.115 of 2006, the present writ petitions are also disposed off
in terms of LPA No.115 of 2006 decided on 12.09.2008. Benefits, which have
been extended to the similarly situated employees in terms of order passed by
Division Bench of this Court in LPA No.115 of 2006, be extended to the
petitioner as well on the same terms and conditions as stipulated by the

Division Bench of this Court in LPA No.115 of 2006.

(HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI)
20.11.2019 JUDGE
aarti
1.  Whether speaking/non-speaking? Yes/No
2. Whether reportable? Yes/No
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