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STATE OF PUNJAB

 JOGINDER SINGH
 
 
CORAM:
 
 
Present: 
   
  
  
 
HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI, J. (Oral)
 

1.  In the present petition, the challenge is to the award dated 10.06.1999 

(Annexure P

difference of wages keeping in view the revised pay scale admissible to the 

post on which the 

  

for consideration after a period of

2.   

dated 10.06.1999

been served as respondent No.1 is not traceable. 

3.   

nothing has come on record 

10.06.1999 (Annexure P

respondent No.1 is not traceable, learned counsel for the petitioner submits 
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STATE OF PUNJAB     
VERSUS

JOGINDER SINGH AND ANR.  

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI

 Mr. T.P.S Chawla, Sr. DAG 
For the petitioner.  

*** 

HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI, J. (Oral)

In the present petition, the challenge is to the award dated 10.06.1999 

(Annexure P-1)  by which, the respondent

difference of wages keeping in view the revised pay scale admissible to the 

post on which the petitioner was working. 

There was no interim order and the writ petition has come up 

for consideration after a period of 2 ½ decades. 

Notice to the respondent-Workma

dated 10.06.1999 (Annexure P-1) was in his favour 

been served as respondent No.1 is not traceable. 

Keeping in view the fact that there was no interim 

nothing has come on record to show 

10.06.1999 (Annexure P-1) has not been implemented especially

respondent No.1 is not traceable, learned counsel for the petitioner submits 
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         ........Petitioner 
VERSUS 
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MR. JUSTICE HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI

 Punjab 

HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI, J. (Oral) 

In the present petition, the challenge is to the award dated 10.06.1999 

ndent-Workman was held entitled to the 

difference of wages keeping in view the revised pay scale admissible to the 

was working.  

There was no interim order and the writ petition has come up 

2 ½ decades.  

Workman was issued as the award 

was in his favour but the notice has not 

been served as respondent No.1 is not traceable.  

Keeping in view the fact that there was no interim order and 

to show that the impugned award dated 

) has not been implemented especially when

respondent No.1 is not traceable, learned counsel for the petitioner submits 

 

 

........Respondent 

MR. JUSTICE HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI 

In the present petition, the challenge is to the award dated 10.06.1999 

Workman was held entitled to the 

difference of wages keeping in view the revised pay scale admissible to the 

There was no interim order and the writ petition has come up 

n was issued as the award 

the notice has not 

order and 

that the impugned award dated 

when 

respondent No.1 is not traceable, learned counsel for the petitioner submits 
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that the present petition may kindly be disposed of as having been not 

pressed any further with liberty to revive in case, the whereabouts of the 

respondent No.1 are made known to them, by filing an appropriate 

application.  

4.  Ordered accordingly.   

5.  Pending application, if any, also stands disposed of. 
 

 
 

 
28-04-2025 
Sapna Goyal 

 
(HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI) 

JUDGE 
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