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STATE OF PUNJAB AND OTHERS
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CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI

Present: Mr. Ramesh Sharma, Advocate for the petitioner.
Mr. Arun Gupta, DAG Punjab.

Mr.Sanjeev Sharma, Advocate
For respondent Nos.2 and 3.

desksk

HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI, J. (Oral)

In the present petition, the prayer of the petitioner is for grant of
pensionary benefit on the ground that she has resigned from service but at
the time of her resignation, the petitioner had rendered more than 10 years of
service hence, the petitioner is entitled for the grant of pensionary benefits in
respect of her services rendered.

Upon notice of motion, the respondents have filed the reply. In
the reply, the respondents have stated that the petitioner had resigned from
service and left the job.

Learned counsel for the respondents further submits that

keeping in view the Rules governing the service once, the employee resigns,
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even if he/she has more than 10 years of service, the same stands forfeited
qua the purpose for the grant of pensionary benefits.

Learned counsel for the respondent-State further submits that
the present petition has been filed 23 years after the petitioner had submitted
the resignation therefore, even otherwise, the present petition is not
maintainable.

I have heard learned counsel for the parties and have gone
through the records of the present case with their able assistance.

Once, it is a conceded fact that the petitioner had resigned from
service and as per the Rules governing the service, upon resignation the past
service stands forfeited hence, no benefit of pension can be extended to the
petitioner.

Further, the present petition has been filed after a period of 23
years of resignation. This fact shows that the petitioner was not interested in
doing the job but now after two decades of leaving the institution, the
petitioner is raising the claim which, even otherwise liable to be rejected on
the ground of delay.

No ground is made out for any interference by this Court in the
present writ petition.

Hence, the present petition stands dismissed.

Pending application, if any, also stands disposed of.

27-11-2024 (HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI)

Sapna Goyal JUDGE
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