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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARY!KENJKM this document
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No. 28910 of 2017
Date of Decision: 18.12.2017

Prem Kumar Sachdeva
...... Petitioner

Vs.
State of Haryana and others ... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMOL RATTAN SINGH

Present: Mr. Himanshu Raj, Advocate,
for the petitioner.
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AMOL RATTAN SINGH, J. (ORAL)

In respect of his grievance of not being granted the pay of the post on
which he is working on current duty charge, the petitioner is stated to have made a
representation to the respondents, a copy of which has been annexed as Annexure
P-2 with the petition, which is stated to have still not been decided (as contended).
The said representation is stated to have been followed up with many reminders
but no answer/reply thereto has been received so far.

Consequently, this petition is disposed of with a direction to the
competent authority amongst the respondents to take a decision on the aforesaid
representation of the petitioner, by passing a speaking order within a period of
three months from the date of receipt of a certified copy of this order, keeping in
view all the judgments cited by the petitioner, as also the judgment of the Supreme
Court in Ramakant Shripad Sinai Advalpalkar vs. Union of India and others

AIR 1991 SC 1145.
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