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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH
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CWP-19938-2015
Date of Decision: 20.04.2022
Veena Kumari
..... Petitioner
Versus

State of Haryana and others
..... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI
Present: Mr. Jaswinder Singh, Advocate, for

Mr. Balbir Singh Sewak, Advocate,

for the petitioner.

Mr. Raman Kumar Sharma, Additional A.G., Haryana.
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HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI J. (ORAL)

The present petition has been filed by the widow of Late Sansar
Chand seeking to refix the pay and pension of her late husband, who was
working as a Teacher keeping in view the judgment passed by this Court in
CWP-9361-2010, titled as “Sansar Chand Vs. Director Public
Instructions (E), Haryana and others”, decided on 20.05.2010.

After notice of motion, the respondents have filed the reply and
in their latest affidavit dated 25.10.2018, it has been mentioned that the
refund of the amount concerned has already been undertaken by the
respondents and the difference of the payments, i.e. the arrears, for which
the late husband of the petitioner became entitled for, have already been
paid on all accounts of the pensionary benefits.

Learned counsel for the petitioner has not been able to dispute

the aforesaid facts as mentioned by learned State counsel but he submits that
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as he has not been able to contact the petitioner, therefore, he cannot make a
statement that all the relief, for which the petitioner is entitled for, have
been extended in her favour or not.

Though nothing has been brought on record to dispute the
statements of the respondents as made in the affidavit dated 25.10.2018, but
still in case the petitioner feels that any of her entitlements is yet to be
released by the respondents or the petitioner is still entitled for any other
relief, she or her legal representatives are at liberty to file a representation
with the respondents in that regard and in case any such representation is
received by the respondents, they shall process the same as expeditiously as
possible and an appropriate speaking order be passed by the authorities
concerned within a period of eight weeks from the date of receipt of such
representation. After passing of the order, in case the petitioner is found
entitled for any relief, the same be also released to her or her legal
representatives within a period of four weeks thereafter.

Disposed of in the above terms.

20.04.2022 (HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI)
Apurva JUDGE
1. Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes

2. Whether reportable ; No
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