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206 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP-5988-2011 (O&M)
Date of decision: 20.09.2024

RAJ KUMAR AND ORS. ...PETITIONERS
VERSUS

STATE OF PUNJAB AND ORS. ..RESPONDENTS

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE NAMIT KUMAR

Present: Mr. P.K.Goklaney, Advocate and
Mr. Madhav Pokhrel, Advocate for the petitioners.

None for petitioners No.1, 2 and 4 to 27.
Mr. Surya Kumar, AAG, Punjab.

Mr. Rahul Aggarwal, Advocate for
Mr. Rahul Sharma, Advocate for respondent No.3.

Skskkesk
NAMIT KUMAR ,J. (ORAL)
1. The instant petition has been filed by the petitioners under Articles

226/227 of the Constitution of India, seeking a writ in the nature of certiorari,
quashing orders dated 21.10.2010 (Annexure P-20), 24.01.2007 (Annexure P-
13) and 21.06.2007 (Annexure P-16), whereby the claim of the petitioners for
extending the benefit of pension under the Punjab Municipal Employees
Pension and General Provident Fund Rules, 1994 in respect of the service
rendered with respondent No.4 has been rejected. Further seeking a writ of
mandamus, directing the respondents to give effect to the resolution of
respondent No.3 dated 24.10.2008 (Annexure P-17), whereby respondent No.3
had unanimously decided to extend the benefit of pension to the petitioners and
to pay up to date interest on the amount of CPF w.e.f. 01.04.2004.

2. Learned counsel for petitioners submits that despite his best efforts, he
has not been able to get instructions from petitioners.

3. In this view of the matter, the present petition is dismissed for non-
prosecution with liberty to the petitioners to revive the same in case, any cause

still survives.
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