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Rajinder Kaur and Others

....Petitioners
Versus

State of Punjab and Others

...Respondents
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMAN CHAUDHARY

Kkkkx
Present:  Mr. V.K. Sandhir, Advocate for the petitioners
Mr. Swapan Shorey, DAG Punjab
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AMAN CHAUDHARY. J.
1. The present Civil Writ Petition has been filed under Articles 226/227

of the Constitution of India for issuance of a writ in the nature of mandamus

directing the respondents to fix basics the pay and seniority of the petitioners.

2. Learned counsel would contend that the petitioners were appointed in
the year 2018, pursuant to the advertisement dated 2006, on account of the fact
that there was a dispute pending with regard to selection of the candidates having
higher qualifications i.e. BPD. However, the persons, who were lower in merit,
were appointed in the year 2006 and 2012 and the one’s appointed in 2012, have
been granted notional benefits with effect from the date, when the candidates
lower them in the same selection list, were appointed, however, the petitioners
have not been granted the same. In this regard, a representation dated 17.03.2020,
Annexure P-10, has been submitted by them, which has yet not evoked any
response, which, he thus, at this stage, on instructions, submits would satisty the
petitioners to direct respondents to decide in a time bound manner by granting

them an opportunity of hearing.
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3. Mr. Swapan Shorey, DAG Punjab has no objection to the limited
prayer made.

4. In view of the aforesaid and without commenting upon the merits of
the case, this petition is hereby disposed of with a direction to respondents to
consider and decide the representation dated 17.03.2020, Annexure P-10, taking
note of the pleas raised, within a period of 4 months and if found entitled,
necessary benefits be granted to the petitioners forthwith. However, in the
eventuality of the relief being denied, a speaking order be passed, after associating

them therewith.
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