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| TEM NO. 5

Petition(s) for Special
(Arising out of inpugned final
in CWP No. 3496/ 2011 passed by the High Court O Hi nachal

at Shinla)

SUNDER SI NCH

STATE OF H. P. & ORS.

COURT NO. 1

SUPREMECOURTOF

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Leave to Appeal (C) No(s). 34038/2012

(Wth appln.(s) for directions,

W TH SLP(C) No. 1866/2013

(Wth Ofice Report)

SLP(C) No. 5269/2013

(Wth Ofice Report)

SLP(C) No. 13674-13675/2013
(Wth appln.(s) for pernission to file SLP and appl n. (s)
i mpl eadnent and appln.(s) for inpleadment and O fice Report)

j udgnent and order dated 31/05/2012

VERSUS

interimrelief and office report)

Date : 26/02/ 2015 These petitions were called on for hearing

t oday.
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UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmde the follow ng
ORDER

Whil e arguing on merits of the present case, Shri
M C. Dhi ngra, |earned counsel appearing for the petitioner
submits that O M No. 68 of the Central Services (Pension) Rules
1972 (for short 'the Pension Rules, 1972) is being foll owed by
the Rural, Aninmal Health and the Education Departnents of the
State of Hi nachal Pradesh. In aid of his submssion, he
brought to the notice of this Court, the order passed by the
Director of Rural Devel opment and an affidavit filed by one of
the responsible officers in the Educati on Departnent.

Shri P.P.Rao, |earned senior counsel appearing for the
respondent - State of Himachal Pradesh would submit that the
af oresai d docunents have been produced before this Court for
the first time and, therefore, he had no occasion to nake any
submi ssion insofar as those docunents are concerned. The
| earned seni or counsel submts that if tine is given to him he
would be in a better position to clarify the stand of the State
of Hi machal Pradesh on this issue by filing an appropriate
affidavit of a responsible officer of the State Governnent.

In our considered view, the request of the |earned senior
counsel Shri Rao appears to be reasonable and fair, and,
therefore, requires to be granted. Accordingly, we grant him
four weeks’ time to file an appropriate affidavit.

Call the matters after four weeks.

(G V. Ranana) (Vinod Kul vi)
Court Master Asstt. Regi strar



