VARINDER SINGH
2022.04.01 13:53
I attest to the accuracy and

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No. 5247 of 2022 (O&M)

Date of decision: 16.03.2022

Madan Lal ... Petitioner
Versus

State of Haryana and others ...Respondents

Coram: Hon’ble Mr. Justice Arun Monga

Present:  Mr. Ram Pal Verma, Advocate, for the petitioner.

Arun Monga, J. (Oral)

The petition herein under Article 226 of the Constitution of
India has been field with a prayer that the impugned order dated 20.04.2021
(P/4) passed by respondent no. 2- State Commissioner for Persons with
Disabilities, Haryana, be quashed vide which the claim of the petitioner for
increasing the age limit of retirement from 60 to 62 years for his being
disabled employee has been rejected..

Petitioner joined service on 10.12.1982 as Peon (IV Class
Employee). During service, he became disabled to the extent of 72%
(Annexure P-1). He moved representation that retirement age of the
employees with disabilities be increased in accordance with instructions
dated 29.08.2014 (Annexure P-5). The same was rejected and hence the
petition.

Admittedly, the petitioner superannuated on 31.01.2020 on his
having turned 60 years old. He turned 62 years on 31.01.2022 and relief, if
any, granted to him would still not result in any monetary benefits on the

principle of no work no pay.
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On that short ground alone, no interference is called for. The

writ petition is dismissed.

16.03.2022 (Arun Monga)
\ Judge
Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No

Whether reportable : Yes/No
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