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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH
CWP No.28898 of 2017
Date of decision: 18.12.2017
Radhey Sham
....Petitioner(s)
Versus
Dakshin Haryana Bijli Vitran Nigam and others
...Respondent(s)

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

Present: Mr.Rajeev Godara, Advocate for the petitioner.

G.S.SANDHAWALIA, J. (Oral)

The petitioner seeks promotion to the post of Junior Engineer.
He also challenges the orders of promotion of private respondents. It is his
grouse that his name was not included in ranking list and therefore, he
could not be considered for promotion. Reliance has also been placed on
order in CWP No.3403 of 2015 Vinod Kumar Vs. Dakshin Haryana Bijli
Vitran Nigam, Hisar and others decided on 2.8.2016 (Annexure P-9).
Counsel also submits that said order has now been upheld in LPA No.205
of 2017 decided on 9.8.2017 (Annexure P-10).

Counsel for the petitioners submits that representation dated
10.8.2016 (Annexure P-11) has already been given to respondent No.3
regarding this aspect and he would be satisfied if the same is decided within
a time bound frame.

Keeping in view the above facts and since prima facie, the

dispute is similar that the petitioner has not submitted his representation for
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promotion by the requisite cut of date, this Court is of the opinion that no
useful purpose would be served to ask the respondents to file reply as the
decision making process is still pending.

Accordingly, without commenting on the merits of the case or
the entitlement of the petitioner and keeping in view the fact that the matter
is still pending consideration, the present writ petition is disposed of with a
direction to respondent No.3 to take a decision on the representation dated
10.8.2016 (Annexure P-11) within a period of 3 months from the date of
receipt of certified copy of the order. In case any adverse order is to be

passed, the same be conveyed to the petitioner.

(G.S. SANDHAWALIA)
18.12.2017 JUDGE
Meenu

Whether reasoned/speaking Yes/No
Whether reportable Yes/No
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