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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA, CHANDIGARH
Sr. No.: 110

Civil Writ Petition No.14133 of 2017
Date of Decision: July 05, 2017

Vijay Kumari

..... PETITIONER
VERSUS

The State of Punjab and others

..... RESPONDENTS

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JASPAL SINGH

PRESENT: - Mr. R.K. Chopra, Sr. Advocate with
Ms. Gagandeep Kaur, Advocate
for the petitioner.

JASPAL SINGH, J

By virtue of instant writ petition preferred under Article 227
of the Constitution of India, petitioner has sought issuance of a writ,
direction or order especially in the nature of mandamus, directing the
respondents that the pension, gratuity and all other pensionary benefits be
released to the petitioner by treating 20.05.1985 being the deemed date of
appointment as the petitioner has already been granted all the benefits such
as notional fixation of pay etc. w.e.f. 20.05.1985 in pursuance to the
judgment rendered by this Court in CWP No. 3539 of 1993 decided on
11.02.2014 (Annexure P-2) with further direction to grant all the
consequential benefits of arrears etc. with interest for which the petitioner is

legally entitled
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CWP No. 14133 of 2017 2]

At the very outset of arguments, it has been emerged that
prior to the filing of instant writ petition petitioner has neither made
representation to respondent No.2 nor to respondent No. 5. Learned counsel
for the petitioner has submitted that petitioner would be satisfied in case
instant petition is treated as a representation and be sent to respondents No.2
and 5, to decide the grouse ventilated in it within a specified period.

The instant petition is disposed of with direction to
respondents No.2 and 5, to look into the grievances unfolded by the
petitioner in this writ petition, which has been treated as a representation on
his behalf take an appropriate decision in accordance with law within a
period of three months from the date of receipt of a certified copy of this
judgment.

However, if the petitioner still feels aggrieved of any order

passed by the afore-said authorities, he shall be at liberty to approach this

Court.

(JASPAL SINGH)
JULY 05, 2017 JUDGE
SHAM
Whether Speaking/ Reasoned: Yes/ No

Whether Reportable: Yes/ No
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