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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No.27415 of 2016 (O&M)
Date of Decision : 09™ January, 2017

Mani Ram
...... Petitioner

Versus

State of Haryana and others
...... Respondents

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AJAY TEWARI

fhk

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

*k%

AJAY TEWARI J. (Oral)

Petitioner has preferred the instant petition for issuance of
direction to respondent(s) to grant the benefit of ACP pay upto since
01.01.2000 with all subsequent benefits with interest and further to grant the
benefits (including arrears) to him as admissible on 01.01.2000 with 18%
interest.

As per learned counsel for the petitioner, vide letter dated
12.09.2013, the Senior Accounts Officer/PTPS-1, HPGCL, Panipat has
written to the Chief Engineer/Admn., HPGCL, Panchkula as follows:-

“The service book of Sh. Mani Ram, UDC (Retd.) and Smt.
Seema Devi, LDC are sent herewith with the remarks that the
stepping up of pay of Sh. Mani Ram at par with Smt. Seema
Devi, LDC is admissible or not is to be decided by your office
as per rules and regulations of HPGCL being totally

)

administrative matter please.’
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However, despite the lapse of more than three years, no
decision has been taken in the matter.
In these circumstances, this Court directs respondent No.2 to
finally decide this issue by passing speaking order within four weeks after
the receipt of copy of this order.

The instant petition stands disposed of accordingly.

(AJAY TEWARI)
09™ January, 2017 JUDGE

mamta
Whether speaking/reasoned Yes/No

Whether Reportable : Yes/No



