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IN THE HON'éLE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

C.M. No .é}_l,é::i_of 2024

In C.0.C.P. NO. 4046 of 2019

Tejwinder Singh & Ors.

....petitioner
Versus
Sh. Anirudh Tewarl & Ors.
...... respondents
o INDEX
Sr. No. Particulars Date M
Urgent form 02.65
1. Application 11.02.2024 A 02.65
2. Counter 11.02.2024 1-3 Nil
ANNEXURE
3. A-1, Notice 23.11.2023 4-10 04.55
4, A-2, Proof 08.01.2024 11 00.65

5. power of Attorney already on record

Total Court fee. 10.50/-

(R.K, ARORA) & (JUGAM ARGCRA)

PH-223874 PH-222440
Enil, No., P-741/1992 PH-2633/2013

PLACE: CHANDIGARH ADVOCATES
DATED: 11.02.2024 COUNSEL FOR THE PETITIONERS
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

C.M. No. }?[b of 2024

IN C.M. NO.12679 OF 2022
IN C.O0.CP. NO.4046 OF 2019
Tejwinder Singh & Ors. ...petitioners

versus

Mr. Anirudh Tiwari & Ors. .....Respondents

Application u/s 151 for permis
jolnder of the petitioner

sion to place on

record Re to the short

reply.

RESPE FULLY SH WTH:

1, That the aforementi
"ple Court for 13.02.2024.

oned writ petition is pending before
this Hon
ve mentioned yarious
lled. Hence, the
urt that

dents in their reply ha
quired to be rep
ce of this Hon'ble Co
joinder t0 the short reply

file re
the kind consideratlon of this

2. That the respon

wrong facts which are e

petitioners crave the indulgen
they may be permitted to

of the respondents for

Hon'ble Court, in the interest of justice.

Keeping in view the aforement(oned facts end
clrcumstances, It is prayed that the application may kindly be
to the short reply may.

wed and the accompanled Rejoinder
pe filed and the:
justice.

allo
hay be allowed to be

be permltted to
place on record, in the interest of
prayed that the filing of

respectfully
e dispensed and

1 and A-2 may b
d to be placed on record, In the

therefore,

1t IS,
s of Annexure A-

certified cople

the same may kindlY pe allowe

interest of justice.

e: Affidavit Js not necessary:

Not!
LACE: CHANDIGARH (R.K. ARORA) & JUGAM ARORA)
COUNSEL FOR THE PETITIONERS

$
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IN THE HON'BLE PUNJAB AND HARYANA HIGH
COURT AT CHANDIGARH

IN C.M. NO.12679 OF 2022
IN C.0.CP. NO.4046 OF 2019

Tejwinder Singh & Ors. .....Petitioners
versus

Mr. Anirudh Tiwarl & Ors, .....Respondents

Counter to the reply filed by Sh. Sanjeev
Sharma, Director, School Education

(Secondary), Punjab.
Respectfully Showeth:
1. That in the short affidavit filed for & on behalf of

respondent No.3, it has been mentioned that in pursuant
to the letter dated 14.08.2023 addressed to ail the District
Education Officers (SE), Punjab, they have sent compliance
reports with respect of letter dated 14.08.2023 vide which
they ‘have stated that all the Vocational Masters/Mistresses
working in their districts have being ranted Grade Pay of

Rs.5400/-. However, the consequentiai benefits with the

grant of Grade Pay of Rs.5400/- w.e.f. 01.12.2011 have

ot been paid till date to the following petitioners etc. in

COCP No0.4046 of 2019 and other contempt petitions as

given to other petitioners:-

COCP N0.4046 of 2019

Inderdeep Singh - petitioner No., 92
Rishi Raj - Petitioner No.88
Surinder Pal Singh - Petitioner No.94
Jasvir Singh - Petitioner No.102
varinder Kumar - Petitioner No,107
Joginder Pal - petitioner No. 18
pankaj Madhudla - Petitioner No.29
pawan Kumar - Petitioner No.16
Lakhwinder Singh - Petitioner No. 83
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IN THE HON'BLE PUNJAB AND HARYANA HIGH
COURT AT CHANDIGARH

IN C.M. NO.12679 OF 2022
IN C.0.CP. NO.4046 OF 2019

Tejwinder Singh & Ors. .....Petitioners

Versus

Mr. Anirudh Tiwari & Ors. .....Respondents

Counter to the reply filed by Sh. Sanjeev
Sharma, Director, Schoal Education
(Secondary), Punjab.

Respectfully Showeth:

1.  That in the short affidavit filed for & on behalf of
respondent No.3, it has been mentioned that in pursuant
to the letter dated 14.08.2023 addressed to ail the District
Education Officers (SE), Punjab, they have sent compliance
reports with respect of letter dated 14.08.2023 vide which
they have stated that all the Vocational Masters/Mistresses
working in their districts have being ranted Grade Pay of

Rs.5400/-. However, the consequentiai benefits with the

grant of Grade Pay of Rs.5400/- w.e.f. 01.12.2011 have

not been paid till date to the following petitioners etc. in

COCP No.4046 of 2019 and other contempt petitions as

given to other petitioners:-

COCP No.4046 of 2019

Inderdeep Singh - petitioner No, 92
Rishi Raj - Petitioner No.88
Surinder Pal Singh - Petitioner No.94
Jasvir Singh - Petitioner No.102
varinder Kumar - Petitioner No.107
Joginder Pal - Petitioner No. 18
pankaj Madhudia - Petitioner No.29
pawan Kumar - Petitioner No.16
Lakhwinder Singh - Petitioner No. 83
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Sohan Singh - Petitioner No.96

Jagjit Singh- Petitioner No.99

Satinder Pal Singh — Petitioner No.81

Raghuvir Singh - petitioner No. 112

Harjinder Singh - petitioner No.86

Amritpal Singh - Petitioner No.101

Jatinder Pal Singh = petitioner No.82 \\

COCP No.1154 of 2020

Atul Kumar - Petitioner No.32
Sukhwinder Kaur - petitioner No. 13
Vipin Goyal - Petitioner No.55
Rupinder Singh - petitioner No.12
Neelam Rani - Petitioner No.42
Sukwinder Kaur - petitioner No. 13
Navdeep Kaushal - Petitioner No.9

COCP No.549 of

Amandeep Singh - Petitioner No.1

Hence, the affidavit filed by respondent No.3 is

(incorrect because necessary benefits in terms of order.’

dated 05.09.2023 has not been paid il date to all the

éetifionersf It is also submitted that various contempt
espondents/concerned

notices were also submitted to the r

drawing and disbursing authorities with copy to the

Director school Education (Secondary) and District

officer put to no effect. Copy of one such notice -

mitted to sh. Sanjeev Kumar Mainl,

Education

dated 23. 11.2023 sub

principal for compliance of order dated 05.09.2023 passed

py the Hon'Die ‘High Court bY sh.Inderdeep SIngh.

petitioner No.92 In cocp No.4046 of 2019 Is belngd

annexed herewith as Annexure A-1.

9, That despite the aforementloned facts & circumstan695:

ent shave not complied with the court

the respond
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directi 3
irections =
/not released th_e consequential benefits in terms
of decisi
Sion taken by the Government as well as by the
Directo '
ctor  School Education (Secondary), Punjab and

theref
refore, they have rendered themselves liable to be

proceeded agalnst under the Contempt of Court’s Act.

3.
That in respect of other petitioners, the payment has been
made, which has even been intimated to the counsel for
the petitioners in response to notice and proofs in respect

of/ one of the petitioners is also attached herewith as

Annexure A-2,

Keeping in view the aforementioned facts and

circumstances, the contempt petition may kindly be allowed as
prayed and respondents may be proceeded against as per law

of the Contempt of Courts Act for willful,

under the provisions
er dated

deliberate violation of directions given in the ord
05.09.2023 passed in CM-12679-CII-2022 in COCP NO.4046 of

2019 read and the respondents be proceeded against under the

Contempt of Court’s Act and they be awarded appropriate

pqnishment‘

PETITIONER No. 92

THROUGH

(R.K. ARORA) & JUGAM ARORA)
ADVOCATE
COUNSEL FOR THE PETITIONERS

ERIFICATI
. Verified that the contents of para 1 to 3 of the
No part thereof is

counter to the reply are true and correct.

wrong and nothing has been kept concealed thereln.

* PLACE: CHANDIGARH
DATE: 11.02.2024 PETITIONER No. 92
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109 CM-H‘)S?-CH-ZGZ-‘::
210 C‘x\‘l—lZ()'i‘)—CH-ZHZZ;
210 CI\1-27()3—CH-2(I24 in

COCI’-4046—20 19

TEJWINDER SINGH AND OTHERS YERSUS. . ANIRUDH TEWARI,

PRINCIPAL SECRETARY, GOVT. OF PUNJAB, DEPTT. OF FINANCE

AND OTHERS g
Present: Mr. Hitesh Sood, Advocate '

for the appl'\cants-pct‘\t'\oncrs (in CM-14957-CII-2()24)

Mr. R.K. Arora, Advocate
for the app\icams—pc\itinncrs (in CM-27()3«CH—2024)

Mr. Athar Ahmad, Depuly Advocate General, Punjab
for the respondents.
* % H

CM-2763-C11-2024

Application for placing on record rejoinder on behalf of the
applicams—pctitiuners to the short reply filed by the respondents, is allowed.
Rejoinder is taken on record.

CM—14957-CH~2024 and CM-12679-CH-2022

CM-120/9-2 0=

Prayer in the present applications moved on pehalf of the
applicams-peti&ioners, are for taking action against the respondents under the
Contempt of Courts Act on account of alleged yiolation of the undertaking
given in the order dated 23.03.2022 passed in the contempt petition, whereby
it was memi‘oned that the persons, who are similarly placed employees would
be gramed%ﬁj}_e benefit of Grade Pay of Rs. 5400/-.

) Notice of one of the applications bearing, CM-12679-C11-2022
stood issued vide order dated 27.09.2022 and the reply dated 22.12.2023 on
bchalf of the fésponden\s already stands filed.

- | Learned counsel for the respondents submits that the afore-
stated benefits already stands released in favour of all similarly placed
employees, yet in case somebody has been left out, he, on {nstructions,

assures the Court that the needful shatl be done within a period of one week

from today.

1of2
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CM-14957-C11-2024;
CAM-12679-C11-2022-
CM-2763-CI1-2024 in
CoCP046-2019

D

In view of the aforesaid assurance / undertaking, learned

counsel for the petitioners does not press the present applications, however,

seeks liberty to claim revival of the present contempt petition in case of

default in such undertaking,.

Ordered accordingly.

September 02, 2024

‘dk kamra'

(HARKESH MANUJA ) i
JUDGE
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