
 

 

102  IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA 

AT CHANDIGARH 

 

     CM-9314-CWP-2025 IN/AND 

      CWP-21681-2020  

Date of Decision :30.07.2025 

 

 

Virender Singh and Another     …Petitioners 

 

    Versus 

 

State of Haryana and Others     ….Respondents 

 

 

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE TRIBHUVAN DAHIYA 

 

Present: Mr. S.K. Malik, Advocate for the petitioner. 

 

 Ms. Tanushree Gupta, Senior Deputy Advocate General, Haryana. 

 

 Mr. I.S. Sidhu, Advocate for respondent no.4. 

  

   

   

TRIBHUVAN DAHIYA, J. (ORAL) 

 

CM-9314-CWP-2025 

   For the reasons stated in the application, it is allowed.  

   With the consent of learned counsel for the parties, the main case 

is taken up on Board today itself.  

Main case 

  The petition has been filed,  inter alia, seeking a writ of mandamus 

directing the respondents  to consider the  petitioners entitled  to old pension 

scheme, and allot GPF them General Provident Fund  (GPF) account numbers 

for subscription to the Fund.  

 2.  Learned counsel for the petitioners submits that at this stage the 

petitioners will be satisfied in case they are permitted to make a fresh 

representation before the respondents raising the grievance as has been raised in  
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this petition, and the same may be ordered to be decided in terms of judgment, 

dated 18.11.2022,  rendered  by this Court in CWP No.18043 of 2018 and other 

connected matters, titled  Hitesh Kumar and others v. State of Haryana and 

others, within a specified period. 

3.   Learned State counsel submits that in case any such representation 

is filed by the petitioners, the same will be decided by respondent no.3 

expeditiously.   

4.  In view thereof, without going into the merits of the case, the 

petition is disposed of with liberty to the petitioners to file a representation 

before the respondents within a period of two weeks from today. In case any 

such representation is filed by the petitioners, the same shall be decided by 

respondent no.3-Director Elementary Education by passing a speaking order 

thereupon in terms of aforementioned judgment, within three months of 

receiving the representation.  

5.  In case the order is not passed within the stipulated period, the 

officer concerned shall pay costs of ₹50,000 to the petitioners.  

 

 

  

        

                   (TRIBHUVAN DAHIYA) 

July 30, 2025                      JUDGE 

ps 

 

Whether speaking/ reasoned : Yes/No 

Whether reportable  : Yes/No 

 

  


		pinkysainihc@gmail.com
	2025-07-31T09:31:24+0530
	PUSHPINDER SAINI
	I attest to the accuracy and integrity of this document


		pinkysainihc@gmail.com
	2025-07-31T09:31:24+0530
	PUSHPINDER SAINI
	I attest to the accuracy and integrity of this document




