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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP No.1315 of 2021(0O&M)
Date of Decision: February 23, 2022

Ranjit Kaur and others ...Petitioners
Versus

K.A.P.Sinha ...Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARINDER SINGH SIDHU

Present: - Mr.R.K.Arya, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Ms.Rukhsaar Dhindsa, AAG, Punjab.

HARINDER SINGH SIDHU, J.

The petitioners have filed the instant petition alleging wilful
violation of the order dated 30.10.2020 passed by this Court in CWP
No.18113 of 2020 titled “Ranjit Kaur and others vs. State of Punjab and

others”.

The aforesaid writ petition was disposed of on 30.10.2020 with

the following order:

“Without commenting on the claims so projected, but
considering the fact that the petitioners have served a legal
notice dated 13.08.2020 (Annexure P-3) to the respondents, the
present writ petition is disposed of, at this stage, with a
direction to respondent No.2 to take final call on the legal
notice dated 13.08.2020 (Annexure P-3) submitted by the
petitioners within a period of six months from the date of

receipt of certified copy of this order.”
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This petition was filed with the allegations that the respondents have not
complied with the aforesaid directions.

Upon notice, compliance report by way of affidavit of
K.A.P.Sinha, IAS, Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,
Department of Finance, has been filed. It is stated that in compliance with
the directions in CWP-18113-2020 respondent No.2 has passed a speaking
order dated 27.07.2021 (Annexure R-1). The matter was again considered
by the Department of Finance and fresh speaking order dated 10.08.2021
(Annexure R-2) in continuation of the earlier order dated 27.07.2021 has
been passed.

Ld. Counsel for the petitioner has contended that the claim of
the petitioners has been rejected by the respondents in an arbitrary manner.

I have gone through the speaking orders. Both the orders are
detailed orders explaining as to why the claim of the petitioners for parity of
pay scales cannot be accepted.

The directions have thus been complied with.

If the petitioners are aggrieved of the said orders, it would be
open to them to take appropriate remedies to assail the same.

Rule is discharged.

All Misc. Application/s also stand disposed of.

February 23, 2022 (HARINDER SINGH SIDHU)
gian JUDGE
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