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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYARK" s cocument

AT CHANDIGARH
CWP No. 26195 of 2017
Date of Decision: 16.11.2017
Chander Parkash
...... Petitioner
Vs.
State of Haryana and others ... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMOL RATTAN SINGH

Present: Mr. Satbir Gill, Advocate,
for the petitioner.

AMOL RATTAN SINGH, J. (ORAL)

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the case for promotion of
the petitioner to the post of a Middle Head, has been recommended by the Principal of
the Government Middle School, Bhiwani, to the Block Education Officer, Bhiwani,
vide the communication Annexure P-6, but no decision has been taken thereon.

Consequently, this petition is disposed of with a direction to the
competent authority amongst the respondents, to take a decision on the aforesaid
communication, Annexure P-6, by passing a speaking order within a period of three
months from the date of receipt of a certified copy of this order.

If it is found that juniors to the petitioner had been promoted prior to
him, then the petitioner would be entitled to all consequential benefits, it not being his
fault that he was not promoted along with the juniors.

However, if for any reason (other than not having worked on the post),
the petitioner is considered to be not eligible for the arrears of pay, such detailed

reasons shall be given in the speaking order to be passed.
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