
IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA 
AT CHANDIGARH

108 CWP-14531-2017 (O&M)
Date of Decision : May 05, 2026

M/S PUNJAB SCHOOL EDUCATION BOARD 
-PETITIONER

V/S 

PRESIDING OFFICER, INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, PATIALA AND
ORS.

-RESPONDENTS

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDEEP TIWARI

Present: Mr. Charanjit Sharma, Advocate (Through V.C.)
for the petitioner.

Mr. Sahil R. Bakshi, A.A.G., Punjab.

Ms. Ekta Thakur, Advocate, and 
Ms. Kulwinder Kaur, Advocate 
for the respondent No.4.

***

KULDEEP TIWARI, J. (ORAL) 

CM-1337-CWP-2022

1. It is averred in the application that during the pendency of

the  instant  writ  petition,  the  demise  of  respondent  No.4  occurred  on

17.01.2021,  and  she  is  stated  to  be  survived  by  her  sole  legal  heir/

grandson, namely, Parwinder Singh. Thus, for ensuring the continuation

of the  lis,  the substitution of the legal heir of  the deceased respondent

No.4 is imperative. Thus, the application is allowed and the sole legal heir

of  respondent  No.4,  as  detailed  in  paragraph  2  of  the  application,  is

ordered to be substituted in her place in the array of respondents. The

amended memo of parties, as appended with the application, is also taken

on record.

2. No notice is required to be issued to the newly added
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respondent, as he is represented by Ms. Ekta Thakur, Advocate.

CWP-14531-2017

3. On the previous date of hearing, i.e. 27.04.2026, this Court

had passed the following order:-

“Learned  counsel  for  the  respondent  No.4/workwoman,

submits  that  workwoman was reinstated in  view of  the exparte

order dated 16.05.2016 (Annexure P-10), and now, the only issue

which remains for consideration is, as to whether, the respondent

No.4/workwoman, is entitled for 50% back wages, or not. 

This Court proposes that the instant matter can be settled,

in case, 50% back wages are reduced to 25%. 

Learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner,  as  well  as,  learned

counsel  for  the  respondent  No.4/workwoman,  seeks  an

adjournment, to have apposite instructions, in this regard. 

Asked for request is accepted. 

List on 05.05.2026. 

To be shown in the urgent list.” 

4. In compliance with the hereinabove extracted order, learned

counsel appearing for the contesting parties, on instructions, submit that

the proposal made by this Court is acceptable to them.

5. Consequently, the impugned award dated 11.02.2013 passed

by  the  Industrial  Tribunal,  Patiala,  is  modified  to  the  extent  that  the

workwoman/respondent No.4 (since deceased and represented by her sole

legal  heir)  shall  be  entitled to  25% back wages  instead  of  50%.  It  is

apposite to record that the workwoman had already been reinstated.

6. The instant writ petition is accordingly disposed of.

                        (KULDEEP TIWARI)
May 05, 2026                    JUDGE
devinder

Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No
Whether Reportable : Yes/No

DEVINDER YADAV
2026.05.06 09:55
I attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this
order/judgment


