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261 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP-7186-2023 (O&M)
Date of Decision : 29-10-2024

BHUPINDER KUMAR AGGARWAL ... Petitioner
VERSUS
STATE OF PUNJAB AND OTHERS ... Respondent(s)

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI

Present: Mr. Ravindra Jain, Advocate for the petitioner.
Mr. Amarpreet Singh Bains, AAG Punjab.
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HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI, J. (Oral)

Additional Affidavit of Mohammad Tayyab, Director, Treasury
and Account, Government of Punjab, Department of Finance, Vit te Yojna
Bhawan, Sector-33-A, Chandigarh in compliance of order dated 15.02.2024
on behalf of respondent Nos.1 and 2 has been filed. The same is taken on
record.

In the present petition, the petitioner is claiming the salary for
discharging the duties of the higher post.

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the claim of the
petitioner for the grant of salary of the higher post was rejected by the
respondents by placing reliance upon the Instructions of the Government
dated 14.12.2016 (Annexure P-3) which Instructions have already been set

aside by this Court while passing order in CWP No. 12348 of 2020 titled
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“Anil Sharma Vs. State of Punjab and anr.” decided on 28.04.2021 and the
respondents have already issued Instructions dated 02.09.2024 withdrawing
the said Instructions hence, the reason given by the respondents to deny the
benefit no longer exists.

Learned counsel for the respondent submits that the claim of
the petitioner for the grant of salary of the higher post will be re-considered
keeping in view of the Instructions which have been issued by the
Government of Punjab dated 02.09.2024 by which, the Instructions dated
14.12.2016 have been withdrawn, and appropriate order will be passed
within a period of eight weeks from the date of the receipt of certified copy
of this order by passing an appropriate speaking order. Learned counsel
further submits that in case, it is found feasible to accept the claim of the
petitioner, the same will be accepted, otherwise due reasons will be
mentioned for not accepting the claim of the petitioner in the speaking order
to be passed and the said order will be duly conveyed to the petitioner as
well for his information and necessary action.

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that keeping in view
the statement of learned State counsel, the present petition may kindly be
disposed of having been not pressed any further.

Ordered accordingly.

Pending application, if any, also stands disposed of.

29-10-2024 (HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI)
Sapna Goyal JUDGE
NOTE: Whether speaking: YES/NO
Whether reportable: YES/NO
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