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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

Civil Writ Petition No0.23782 of 2017
Decided on : 13.10.2017

Dr. Arvind Chahal
... Petitioner
Versus

State of Haryana and others
... Respondents

CORAM : HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE G.S. SANDHAWALIA

Present :  Mr. Rajesh Bansal, Advocate
for the petitioner.

G.S. Sandhawalia, J. (Oral)

The petitioner seeks a writ in the nature of mandamus under
Article 226 of the Constitution of India for directing the respondents to
release the benefit of 1% ACP due w.e.f. 19.11.2013 alongwith interest and
all consequential benefits.

Similarly, the special allowance of the petitioner for the period
from 03.12.2016 to 31.03.2017 on account of having worked on deputation
at BPS GMC for Women, Khanur Kalan (Sonepat) is also prayed for, in
view of the circular dated 17.02.2011 (Annexure P-5).

It is the case of the petitioner that the above said benefits have
not been granted and two representations have been moved regarding the
first aspect to respondent No.2 on 09.12.2016 (Annexure P-2) and
26.12.2016 (Annexure P-3). Similarly, he has also represented for his
special allowance for his posting in College at Sonepat vide
communications dated 16.02.2017 (Annexure P-6) and 24.07.2017

(Annexure P-7).
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Notice of motion.

Ms. Shruti Jain Goyal, AAG, Haryana accepts notice on
behalf of the respondents. Copies of the paper book have been supplied
to her.

Keeping in view the above, since the decision making process
is not complete, no useful purpose will be served by calling upon the
respondents to file reply.

Accordingly, without commenting upon the merits of the case
or the entitlement of the petitioner, the present writ petition is disposed of
with a direction to respondent No.2 to take a decision on the said issue
within a period of 3 months from the receipt of the certified copy of this
order.

Needless to say that, in case, any adverse order is to be passed,

the same be conveyed to the petitioner by passing a speaking order.

(G.S. SANDHAWALIA)
OCTOBER 13, 2017 JUDGE
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Whether speaking/reasoned: Yes/No

Whether Reportable: Yes/No
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