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208 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH
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CWP-3786-2017
Date of Decision: 31.03.2022
Megh Raj Bansal
..... Petitioner
Versus

State of Punjab and others
..... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI

Present: Mr. Kanav Bansal, Advocate,
for the petitioner.

Mr. Navdeep Chhabra, DAG, Punjab.

Mr. H.S. Jalal, Advocate,
for respondent No.3.
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HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI J. (ORAL)

In the present petition, grievance of the petitioner is that certain
promotional increments for which he became entitled for upon his
retirement as Superintendent on 31.10.1997 have not been granted to him,
due to which an anomaly has occurred with regard to the fixation of his pay
and consequently the pensionary benefits.

After notice of motion, the respondents have filed the reply,
wherein it has been mentioned that all the benefits for which the petitioner
was entitled for keeping in view the last pay drawn by him have already
been paid to him and no further payment is required to be made by the
respondents.

Learned counsels for the respondents submit that in case the
petitioner has any grievance with regard to fixation of his pay and
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with the said grievance by filing appropriate representation and in case any
such representation is filed by him, the same will be decided in accordance
with law as expeditiously as possible and preferably within a period of eight
weeks from the date of receipt of the said representation.

At this stage, learned counsel for the petitioner submits that
keeping in view the submissions made on behalf of learned counsels for the
respondents, no grievance of the petitioner in the present petition survives at
this stage, therefore, the same may kindly be disposed of having been not
pressed any further at this stage with a liberty to raise the grievance, if any

remains, before the authorities concerned by filing an appropriate

representation.

Ordered accordingly.
31.03.2022 (HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI)
Apurva JUDGE

1. Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes

2. Whether reportable ; No
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