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^",e!r.20-lr2-2i)26
Shrl. Allar Singh S/O th.i Nachha&r tiinph, Ag. 5? ,*6 l_€clur.r Ftnqlish.

\i,l li,.,rrJr sJh,h. l),..fi R..t,r. rt,, tl F,r l, W \,h RJpJr R"ad Kuati i,r,
S.,^ S N.ga. (Mohali), Aadhar no. 697709396919 tilld Cwp no 6777 ot2025 ritl.d rc
\\r., .,nL\ 11o 'i,,r1,..!r,... )rdrc.r t',rrtdh and rhcr. prrr(d inrer 1tk a. L-Cr

''qudhing tlc rtcakilg o.der drkd 09 Ot 2025 (p,t6), ill.gJty eiecrins ln..trifr otlhe
pclitio.eB lo! grarl of benefiG of1h. previous se./'.e rerdcEd b, rhes in Clkmhenr Aided
Sch@ls iop{dsnsrion ,a ttrcir pa, o. th.i.j.iring in C,iemnrenr S.h.ots ar par *ilh simitarty
sjlldcd pcmons who hit bcen s@1.! fie said 6.n fis in refts it the judgemem dared
L.02.:llI81P4) against which LP^ snd Sat, have been dismi*d viie ordcrs dar.d I6.09.?a22

OJ) iid 11.04.2023 (P-6) ald lhe bcnefib ha\c b€en sonred ro rhen counrerpaas vi{tc orders
d!,cd 06. t 2.2023 (la8) and order darcd , 0. I 2.2024 (p, r 7) ed ontrry lo order dabd 08 07.2024
(p,i4) blt their claim for ray prorccli.! has been rc.jected on rhe goind.tdetay dd b), cirins
dic s&c is scNice ben.fit which cmol b. allowcd in €rms oi o.derr rdrd in Suesh Kqd.
by ftisinreeeing dre orde. prssed in {e decision dared 01.09.202,1(p_I5). u pay fixaion is
r...dnnEc"r'c G-r u hc.^.lri,{eo fo- ls monh.

2.0 And Whereas, rhe Ld. Single Belch vid. or<ier da*d 04-1:r.20:i dtsposed o| wirh
Iol Iowing direction ro the respondenls with ibllo*nrg Daxn..: -

''Loth.dsentor couhsel app.orine oi behdtfof le Petit;t'rer s bnits that in liEht
ofthe o/det pass.d D the respohdehts (,4nnexve P-l\ to P-11 . the petitioners are atso

e,!nt..l lor eran ofsihitFr t.tief dt rhe case of the petilianers is s),tita. b dboresaid

.inilatl, snuabd enploree. lt.. at ihsiuctiol4 f/on ire Petiro,ats s,bnns lhdr the

pelrirt*! \|oul.t be satiEled, if at this stag.. dre.lioh is tlit.n to rcsPon.lents no.l to re'
cot,\idet a ..l decide t he .ase of the petitiahe$ in Liahr oJ A ,exure P- l A b P- 1 4-

Learred counset appeating on behalf of the rcspondenh-'tate dces not oppase the
pruyer tra.le by lealned s. hiot .ornsel appea/ihs o, behalfoflhe r,rtitioners-

h] rie|q of the abote ahd iithorl cohrztuias upan t\e nelits of the cdN., the

present peli,ion is heteb! dispose.! ofeith a dilectiah 10 t.spoulcht No 2 ta re-?onsider

dnd ,lectde the .ase of the petitioners in liSht oJ Anne'w.t tLlt) atd P-14, inhin a
pe/iod of02 donthsfrom the date ofrcceipt ofcenife.l coi,y o/;l)i\ atuk,

7 Pen.ling opplicatio$ @ , if dty, shall also na"do tlispot*l al

I o Ard Whereas, the claim of the peliiionen in abov. l;d.l rerition in the subje.l

$aner and refcr.nc'e thereunder was considercd in the lighr oltlic oili.ial recold and

nrle govemina ih. service conditios ol Lhe Pelitionos. 
-lhe cl;in 01'rre rriliorers also

cL.nsidered in 1lle light orludamcrland order passed bylh.l-d Sntgle Bench in CWP no.

:16:9 of 2012, whereio lhe llon'ble Coud held lhnl lhc peliliotr<ri $cre lvorking on lhe

aid.d posls ad \rere being paid 95% by $e Slale $itl) o\.rall conlrol upon ih€ir

?ppoinrrnenb agsinsl lhe aidcd pos15 are irift \{ill] thc approval ot lhe

per Section 4 of lhe punjab Privalivelt l,$.3.1 I(ecognircd School
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whcss. r,rc !rc,iou. ssvic r.ndd.d h! rnc rerrion.s ha already ij....o!dod,li,, thr nrrl]osc .t qualitrrng setuic! for ,e.no,, .ftei. is no br.akca, ntciice b(sc.i rcrvicc ,cnae.ed h, $€ periron.r ,h p.iy.iel, Manaeed .{ided S.h@i.nd (tovch&.nl school lr is fudhcr avere., rhar .s ,e&id ro .iaie of rlr *1nion.6cr Jinl br1.[,.,t frc\ ,J( c,^.,p (,dcea.. /i!acl) Vrna8cd A,d:d ichoo

lo*.rd3 firallon o, ,c, rrotcclinn onjoir:ng govefrmcnt s6ice in 1ems ofpsvirio.s
i,1 ruie 4.{ oit,unjab Civit S.a-'icell Rlres Votume-1, parr-:. rn 1his resa.d. it is suhmitr.d
thar rirc Flnionc6 hadjoiic,i Govenme.r senice as Mlsrer^lisrcs {M.stcr cadre) in
thc)arbclwccn19671020li.a.d'nvokcdrhe.juisdiciionofa*rii.o!ddfi€lgapoi

lt 35 l.an. lhc, should had co,ne b $e coulr dr lhc carliest. Th(e is neglisence or
omi$ion oi rhe p.n offie ?erjlioneE to dsen *ren riehl. Detay cmes in the eav of(ilLirL L-r ooe. nor pemtr one o qlcep and r !e- ti!L a p\.trr\ In Ur. ba d.op. lne
perilion!^ lotuard.d rhcir claim dfte. tre lrp ofsexptailed lrl5 y€rs. ahls te clain
oa lle P.titio.es fo. pay prorecrion is nor accepbble on rhe eround ot det.y .nd hcnes

1.0 h vieiv of afnresaid ]egal and tactual posirion l, th. uldeNigned has come io the
iiresistible conclusio, that the claim of the pelitioner raised i! CW! 67?? of2025 iilledd A!r,r Singh md ofie.s verslj Stare ofpudab is he.€by pnrtl] accelled qua countug
of'revious service for pensionary berefirs o!,v in tems oljudgmenr and order passed inCti/p oo.20867 of2024. Suresh Kuma. Vs. State of punjab, decided or 28.08_202.+. ed

L l4n lor |a). Irorecron i" rcicflcd bcins considccd a ..** *** 
"n"n *"."*.allolred in terms otorde.s passcd irl Suesh Ktlmar,

omcers are direcred," lake**"",,'*.., *" "}lr]i";:"",;ffij:"rffi:
Ordered accordingly
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Acopy ofaborc is sen110 followibs for inlbrfiarion a.d uke necessafy a.rion -

All Disrricl Educarior otfi cer (S.[/(i]r) punjab.

2. Concemcd pe(io'ers.
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