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G.S.SANDHAWALIA, J. (Oral)

Challenge in the present writ petition is to the order dated 28.08.2008
(Annexure P19), whereby a totally non-speaking order has been passed by
respondent No.2, rejecting the representation of the petitioner.

The petitioner is seeking the relief of promotion from the date when
his immediate junior-respondent No.3 was promoted and has prayed for the relief
of consideration for promotion to one of the 3 posts of Senior Assistant. The

impugned order reads as under:

“Yours representations dated 13.8.2007, 20.9.2007 and
29.9.2007 on the subject cited above have been considered by the
competent authority and rejected.

This is for your information.”

It is settled principle that the order should contain reasons so that the
adjudicating authority can test it. The order impugned suffers from a grave legal
infirmity as it is patently non-speaking and is, accordingly, quashed.

Counsel for the petitioner has his apprehension as the petitioner is to
superannuate in June, 2016 and decision making will be delayed.

In such circumstances, respondent No.2 is directed to decide the
representations of the petitioner, afresh, within a period of one month, from the
date of receipt of a certified copy of this order. Needless to say that the order shall
contain reasons if the relief is to be denied. In case the petitioner is liable for the
said relief, the same will be granted to him, within a period of a month, thereafter.

With the above direction, the present writ petition stands disposed of.

05.10.2015 (G.S. SANDHAWALIA)
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