
HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT 

CHANDIGARH 
**** 

CWP No.21102 of 2014 (O&M) 

Date of Decision: 30.06.2015 

**** 

Praneet        ... Petitioner 

 

  VS. 

 

CAT Chandigarh & Ors.      ... Respondents 

**** 

CORAM: HON’BLE MR.JUSTICE SURYA KANT 

  HON’BLE MR.JUSTICE P.B. BAJANTHRI 

**** 
1. Whether Reporters of local papers may be allowed to see the judgment? 

2. To be referred to the Reporters or not? 

3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest? 

**** 

Present: Mr. DV Sharma, Senior Advocate with 

Ms. Shivani Sharma, Advocate for the petitioner 

 

  Mr. Aman Bahri, Addl. AG Punjab 

 

  Mr. Sunil Kumar Sharma, Sr.Panel Counsel, UOI 

 

  Mr. Namit Kumar, Advocate for UPSC 

**** 

SURYA KANT, J. (Oral) 
��

(1)� In deference to the orders dated 13.10.2014, 12.05.2015 

and 29.05.2015, Mr. Aman Bahri, learned Addl. AG Punjab has 

placed on record affidavit of Mohinder Singh Prashar, Deputy 

Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Personnel in 

which it is averred that on consideration of petitioner’s 

representation dated 23.09.2013, the competent authority has 

decided to place on record “No Report Certificate” in respect of 

ACR for the year 2003-2004 and 2004-2005.  A speaking order 

(Annexure A1) has also been passed.   
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(2)� The aforesaid review of ACR and the speaking order 

satisfies the claim of the petitioner thereby rendering the writ 

petition as infructuous except a clarificatory direction to the effect 

that in view of upgradation of his service record, the petitioner’s 

claim for induction into Indian Administrative Service requires 

consideration by the Review Select Committee in accordance with 

the provisions of IAS (Appointment by Promotion) Regulations, 

1955.  We thus dispose of this writ petition as infructuous but 

with a direction that let the meeting of the Review Select 

Committee be convened within a period of three months and the 

claim of the petitioner be considered, as observed above, in 

accordance with the law. 

(3)� Ordered accordingly. Dasti. 
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