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     IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA

455-A   

   

 

Harbhajan Kaur 

 

   

 

State of Punjab and others 

 

CORAM:  HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMAN CHAUDHARY

  *****

Present :  Dr. MS Rahi

  

  Mr. Swapan Shorey, DAG, Punjab

 *****

AMAN CHAUDHARY, J. (ORAL)

1.   Prayer made in the present petition 

to decide the representation

representation dated 10.11.2004

2.  A perusal of the reply filed by respondent No.3 reveals that 

amounts have already 

controverted by filing any replication, relevant paras whereof read thus:

“4. That the contents of para

the statement given in this Hon'ble Court is Rs.7,531/

deducting Rs.455/

Rs.7,076 was paid to the petitioner and, as such, nothing more is to 

be paid to the petitioner employee,

5. That the salary shown in the statement given in this Court is 

Rs.7,711/

leave without pay, i.e. Rs.249/

correctly paid to the petitioner As such, nothing more is required to 

be paid to her.

6. That the salary shown in the statement given t

month April, 2004, is Rs.7,803/

i.e. Rs.257/

was correctly paid to the petitioner and the same has been audited in 

the annual audit and found co

7. That the salary shown in the statement given to this Court for the 

month December, 2004 is Rs.7,803/
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AMAN CHAUDHARY, J. (ORAL) 

yer made in the present petition 

to decide the representation dated 04.12.2003, reminder thereof and 

representation dated 10.11.2004. 

A perusal of the reply filed by respondent No.3 reveals that 

already been paid to the petitioner, which had not been 

controverted by filing any replication, relevant paras whereof read thus:

4. That the contents of para-4 are again false, as the salary shown in 

the statement given in this Hon'ble Court is Rs.7,531/

deducting Rs.455/- towards the contribution of provident fund, net of 

Rs.7,076 was paid to the petitioner and, as such, nothing more is to 

be paid to the petitioner employee, 

5. That the salary shown in the statement given in this Court is 

Rs.7,711/- and after deducting the salary for one day on account of 

leave without pay, i.e. Rs.249/-, a sum of Rs.7,462/

correctly paid to the petitioner As such, nothing more is required to 

be paid to her. 

6. That the salary shown in the statement given t

month April, 2004, is Rs.7,803/- and after deducting one day salary, 

i.e. Rs.257/- on account of leave without pay, a sum of Rs.7,546/

was correctly paid to the petitioner and the same has been audited in 

the annual audit and found correct. 

7. That the salary shown in the statement given to this Court for the 

month December, 2004 is Rs.7,803/
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HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMAN CHAUDHARY  

for the petitioner.  

 

yer made in the present petition is for directing the respondents 

dated 04.12.2003, reminder thereof and 

A perusal of the reply filed by respondent No.3 reveals that 

n paid to the petitioner, which had not been 

controverted by filing any replication, relevant paras whereof read thus:- 

4 are again false, as the salary shown in 

the statement given in this Hon'ble Court is Rs.7,531/- and after 

towards the contribution of provident fund, net of 

Rs.7,076 was paid to the petitioner and, as such, nothing more is to 

5. That the salary shown in the statement given in this Court is 

and after deducting the salary for one day on account of 

, a sum of Rs.7,462/- has been 

correctly paid to the petitioner As such, nothing more is required to 

6. That the salary shown in the statement given to this Court for the 

and after deducting one day salary, 

on account of leave without pay, a sum of Rs.7,546/- 

was correctly paid to the petitioner and the same has been audited in 

 

7. That the salary shown in the statement given to this Court for the 

month December, 2004 is Rs.7,803/- and after deducting three days 

ts 

dated 04.12.2003, reminder thereof and 

A perusal of the reply filed by respondent No.3 reveals that 

n paid to the petitioner, which had not been 

4 are again false, as the salary shown in 

after 

towards the contribution of provident fund, net of 

Rs.7,076 was paid to the petitioner and, as such, nothing more is to 

5. That the salary shown in the statement given in this Court is 

and after deducting the salary for one day on account of 

has been 

correctly paid to the petitioner As such, nothing more is required to 

o this Court for the 

and after deducting one day salary, 

 

was correctly paid to the petitioner and the same has been audited in 

7. That the salary shown in the statement given to this Court for the 

and after deducting three days 
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salary, i.e. Rs.755/

Rs.7,048/

audited in the annual audit and found correct.

xx

9. That the petitioner was entitled to a sum of Rs.62,598/

arrears of difference from January, 1996 to March, 1999. BT 

(Pension Fund) of Rs.12,141/

Rs.50,457/

given earlier and remaining Rs.21,918/

payment of Rs.1,04,320/

petitioner. 

10. That the General provident fund s

period April 1998 to 

i.e. 146 x 12 = Rs.1752/

Details of GP Fund

 

3.  Disposed of, 

represent to the said respondents by filing a representation

grievance still subsists

decided, expeditiously, in accordance with law

counsel for the petitioner.  

 

 

07.03.2025  

ashok   

  Whether 

   Whether reportable
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salary, i.e. Rs.755/- on account of leave without pay, a sum of 

Rs.7,048/- was correctly paid to the petitioner a

audited in the annual audit and found correct.

xx xx 

9. That the petitioner was entitled to a sum of Rs.62,598/

arrears of difference from January, 1996 to March, 1999. BT 

(Pension Fund) of Rs.12,141/- 

Rs.50,457/- has been paid to her, i.e. Rs.28,536/

given earlier and remaining Rs.21,918/

payment of Rs.1,04,320/-. Thus every penny has been paid to the 

petitioner.  

10. That the General provident fund s

period April 1998 to March, 1999 at the rate of Rs.146/

i.e. 146 x 12 = Rs.1752/- 

Details of GP Fund 

Period  Rate per 

month

April, 1999 to March, 2000 Rs.516/

April, 2000 to March, 2001 Rs.532/

April, 2001 to March, 2002 Rs.548/

April, 2002 to March, 2003 Rs.564/

April, 2003 to March, 2004 Rs.580/

April, 2004 to March, 2005 Rs.600/

April, 2005 to March, 2006 Rs.620/

  

Disposed of, however, reserving the petitioner with a liberty to 

to the said respondents by filing a representation

grievance still subsists and if filed within a period of 4 weeks, the same shall be 

decided, expeditiously, in accordance with law

counsel for the petitioner.   

             

                

Whether speaking   : 

Whether reportable  : 
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on account of leave without pay, a sum of 

was correctly paid to the petitioner and the same has been 

audited in the annual audit and found correct. 

9. That the petitioner was entitled to a sum of Rs.62,598/- being the 

arrears of difference from January, 1996 to March, 1999. BT 

 was deducted and a sum of 

has been paid to her, i.e. Rs.28,536/- (Rs.4756 x 6) were 

given earlier and remaining Rs.21,918/- was included in the revised 

. Thus every penny has been paid to the 

10. That the General provident fund statement of the petitioner for the 

arch, 1999 at the rate of Rs.146/- per month 

Rate per 

month 

Month Total 

amount 

Rs.516/- 12 6,192/- 

Rs.532/- 12 6,384/- 

Rs.548/- 12 6,576/- 

Rs.564/- 12 6,768/- 

Rs.580/- 12 6,960/- 

Rs.600/- 12 7,200/- 

Rs.620/- 12 7,440/- 

Total  47,520.00 

reserving the petitioner with a liberty to 

to the said respondents by filing a representation, in case, any 

if filed within a period of 4 weeks, the same shall be 

decided, expeditiously, in accordance with law, which satisfies the learned 

        (AMAN CHAUDHARY) 

            JUDGE 

 Yes/No 

 Yes/No 

on account of leave without pay, a sum of 

nd the same has been 

being the 

arrears of difference from January, 1996 to March, 1999. BT 

of 

(Rs.4756 x 6) were 

was included in the revised 

. Thus every penny has been paid to the 

tatement of the petitioner for the 

per month 

reserving the petitioner with a liberty to 

any 

if filed within a period of 4 weeks, the same shall be 

, which satisfies the learned 
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