IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

H CWP-7987 of 1996 (O&M)
Date of decision: 07.02.2023
Ajit Singh ..Petitioner
Versus
State of Punjab and another ..Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KSHETARPAL

Present: Mr. Ashish Gupta, Advocate, for
Mr. Prateek Mahajan, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Gurpreet Singh, Addl.A.G., Punjab.

ANIL KSHETARPAL, J(Oral)

1. At the relevant time, the petitioner was working as a Social
Education and Panchayat Officer. Vide order dated 17.09.1992, he was
given the Current Duty Charge of the post of Block Development and
Panchayat Officer (BDPO). It was specifically stipulated that the petitioner
shall not be entitled to any additional payment or any right of promotion on
regular basis or seniority. The petitioner, on attaining the age of
superannuation, retired on 31.10.1992. He filed the present writ petition in
May, 1996 i.e. after a period of more than 3 years from his retirement.

2. The petitioner has filed the present writ petition on the ground
that the petitioner in Civil Writ Petition N0.3925 of 1994 (Gurmej Singh vs.
State of Punjab and another) has been granted the similar relief.

3. If the petitioner would have filed a suit with respect to this
matter, at this stage, the same may have been dismissed on the ground of
limitation. Moreover, the petitioner never objected to such stipulation in the

year, 1992 itself i.e. at time of taking the charge of the post of BDPO.
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4, In view of the aforesaid discussion, no ground to issue the writ

as prayed for is made out.

5. Dismissed.

6. All the pending miscellaneous applications, if any, are also
disposed of.

February 07, 2023 (ANIL KSHETARPAL)
nt JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No

Whether reportable : Yes/No
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