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Sharma Sharma master J
2 Bimla Devi Pooran Chand | SS Ghs Powadra 4\
Mistress
3. Pawan Kumar | Sukhraj Dpe Gsss Umarpur Kalan ]
4. Balwinder Swaransingh SS master | GSSS Pandori Nijjran
singh .
5 Surinder kaur | Malkit singh SS master | Gms Dheypur co massanian
6 Paramjit Chohar singh | SS master | GSSS Pandori Nijjran
singh
7 Paramjit Tirath singh Punjabi Gms Saidowal UBEH HAAR IHIH
singh master .
8 Charanjit Darshan singh | SS master | Gms Saidowal AUBIH AAAR JHTH
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Pal singh master HJR AIE YR A%Ud
14 Harbans Lal Kartar Chand Ss master | Ghs Balokli J
Ll |

& 633 nizEw

[ oul
frgr fiffemr wiers (ATH)
& - WI
fits »igs 399 » W3 BTt .
' | 73
8sror I5 fsfimi § FIaT »i3 wiad<t S argerE {3 3frmr AT 3
sfedaes Aas fiftmr fesmar (Aff) darg wiftsesg HT& |
frr fifimr  were  @fnsfmre,  Har,  HifiEAI,SETEE Arfas, A §AR

UIESHT | . ?

N -
1%
o

17-18 ‘ ﬁ%ffﬁ‘ﬁu»nmarra(ﬁﬁnnﬁcra,aagaz, . ”'
19. At vars RRARGE we Gamifes iz fidive SguR ufewrsr (Rer<t HAS
Ha™ fefonrfenr ufenrsr) iGe Ro st &. 268 T 271 34
frgr fHfemm wiewa (ATH)

CB/HFEUHI
| k e\ |
Eaga'ﬁwﬁrmwm'em(ﬁ;h) qiSsT

furemtarz B2 mi-1/1( 12026/ 92l fidt  29.01.2026

ﬁar;'aerﬁ\ h@jﬁw /ﬁ\i‘ﬁ Ji
ﬁ“;;ﬁ )
e 7

éuﬁag?'ewﬁauangsw»ﬁmnmﬁwsﬁsr?}mé




Vewy
\CR OF
OF Tur nikcron ox SCHOOL KHUCATION (SECONDARY) VUNJAD.

(Complex Punjab Setoot Vidueation Hoard, Ihase:8, 8.A.8 Nogat)
(Emall, Dplse.amindpunjabeducation.gov.in)
Estabillshments3 Branch
Speaking order

BEST200C/ 19/2025-ESTABLISHIMENT-3-DI"181/848344
dgar: 25.01.2026

Onrder No. DPIs
Dated, S.ASN

ks & nsA::»'“;hm“"" Arvind Shanna and 345 others tenchers filed CWP No, 19184 of 2011
N i ';‘ Shama nnd others vs. State of Punjab and others before the Hon'ble Punjab and

aryana High C_oun. which came up for hearing on 29.07,2024 alongwith 21 other connected
matters, the Hon'ble High Court bas passed following direction:-

7 f" this stage, learned connsel for the petitloners submit thal aacther Co-ordinate
Bench of this Court has passed an order in CIVP* No. 15102 of 2011 titled as Satya Paul Dogra
and others Vs. State of Punjab and others, decided on 09.08.2023 that the sald benefit of
increment is 10 be allowed to everyone irrespective of the dale of jolning even fo an employee,
who might have joined after 19.02.1979 or might have galned the higher qualification after the
said date, hence, the petitioners are also cntitled for the said benefit.

8. A bare perusal of the judgment in Satya Paul Dogra and others' cuse (supra) would
show that the factum with regard o the Instructions dated 19.02.1979 by which the Instructions
dated 23.07.1957 primarily stood withdrawn has not at all been noliced. Further, even the
Jjudgment of the Division Bench in Prem Singh and others' case (supra), which was also on the
same issue, had not been brought to the notice of the Court for decision. That being so, once the
Judgment of the Division Bench clarifies as to who will be entitled for the benefit under the
Instructions dated 23.07.1957 afier the promulgation of the new Instructions dated 19.02.1979,
the judgment of the Division Bench in Prem Singh and others' case (supra),will govern the Issuc
and not the judgment of Co-ordinate Bench in Satya Paul Dogra and others' case (supra),
wherein, Prem Singh and others' case (supra), has not been considered.

9. Keeping in view the above, the present pelitions are also disposed of with the direction that in
case, any of the petitioner joined prior (o 19.02.1979 and had enhanced his/her qualification
keeping in view the quallfication prescribed for the post in question on which he/she was
working and that too prior 10 19.02.1979, the benefit be given to the said employee as per the
judgment in Prem Singh and others’ case (supra). Any employee appointed after 19.02.1979 or
any employee who enhanced his/her qualification after 19.02.1979 will not be covered under the
Instructions dated 23.07.1957 for the grant of benefit of increments.

10.  Pending miscellaneous application, if any, also stands disposedof."

2. And Whereas, pursuant to the direction thereof, the petitioners in aforesaid CWP No.
19184 of 2011 titled as Arvind Sharma and others vs. State of Punjab and others sought direction
to the respondents to grant 2/3 advance increments on acquiring post graduate qualification
which should have been granted by the authority concerned in view of the Punjab Government
Instructions (Annexure P-2) and the law laid down by this Hon'ble Court in CWP No. 5921 of

998 titled as Jamnail Singh and others versus The State of Punjab and others decided on
18.11.2010 (Annexure P-6) and CWP No. 15383 of 1989 titled as Avtar Singh and others Versus
The state of Punjab and others decided on 23.03.2011 (Annexure P-7) and also in view of the
settled proposition of law that while dealing with the employees-who are white collared persons,
the state cannot act arbitrarily and similarly situated persons cannot be treated differently in
matter of grant of pay scale as observed by this Hon'ble Court in matter of Harbhajan Singh
Bains Versus State of Punjab, 1986 (2) ILR 348, Satbir Singh Versus State of Haryana, 2002 (2)
SCT 354, Suraj Bhan Versus State of Haryana and others, 2008 (3) RSJ 181. 01.09.1960 Punjab
Govt. issued instructions to grant 2-3 advance increments to the teachers working in Punjab
Education Department who improved or have improved their qualification.

3. And Whereas, apparently, the Hon'ble High Court issued dircction that in case, any of the
petitioner joined prior to 19.02.1979 and had enhanced his/her qualification keeping in view the
qualification prescribed for the post in question on which he/she was working and that too prior
to 19.02.1979, the benefit be given to the snid employee as per the judgment in Prem Singh and
others' case (supra) and nnwploycc -appointed after 19.02.1979 or any cmployee who
enhanced his/her qualification after 19.02.1979 will not be covered under the Instructions dated



23.02.1957 for the grant of benefit of Increments. In the Instant case, In so for “" Tl“t::;
concemned with the claim of petitioners in present matter, The petitianers hod jo "°" nd
Education Department on different time peried Le nfter the cut of date of 19.02.1979 nn:]l [ llh A
acquined postgradunte degree nfler 19,02,1979 f.e afler cut-off date. In this back fOPn 2
petitioners are placed themselves outside the purview of the High Court's directions ns we
reach of Premt Singh and others' case (suprn).

4. Upon carchul examination of the High Court's judgment, particularly in light of the Prem
Singh and others' casc, it is evident that the petitioners do not fulfill the mandatory condmo;is
laid down by the Hon'ble Court. As 1lan'ble 1igh Court specifically ruled that employees \; 0
joined the service or acquired their higher qualifications after 19.02.1979 would not be entitled to
the bencfits under the Instructions dated 23.07.1957 for the grant of advance increments.

5. Inthe given facts and by following the principles outlined in the Prem Singh and other s
case. The claim of the petitioners for the 2 or 3 advance increments is hereby rejected. Their case
does not fall within the parameters of the dircctions provided by the High Court and excludes
thq-'n from the benefit of these increments as per the Jaw laid down, thercfore, lhej[ i —nol
entitled to the said benefit of twolthree advance increments acquisition of higher qual |!'|cauon,
- Consequently, finding no substance in the claim of the petitioners is hereby rejected being sans

- of merit.
Itis ordered accordingly.
Gurinder Singh Sodhi, I.C.S,
Director School Education (Secondary) Punjab.
Endst No. Even Dated, SAS Nagar:

A copy of the above is sent to the following for information and necessary action:-
1. All District Education Officer (SE/EE) Punjab.
2. Concemed Petitioner (as per list enclosed).

esg%\"
{Aiislant Director c?g}ﬁ Education (Secondary)
.
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