120 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No. 5670 of 2018 (O&M)
DECIDED ON: MARCH 20, 2018

VIRENDER SINGH AND ORS

..... PETITIONERS
VERSUS
STATE OF HARYANA AND ORS
..... RESPONDENTS
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JASPAL SINGH

Present: Mr. S.N. Pillania, Advocate
for the petitioners.
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JASPAL SINGH, J (ORAL)

CM No. 3981 of 2018

Application is allowed, as prayed for.
Annexure P-8 i.e. letter dated June 19, 2017 is taken on record,
subject to all just exceptions. Be tagged at appropriate place.

CWP No. 5670 of 2018

By virtue of instant petition, preferred under Articles 226/227 of the
Constitution of India, petitioners have sought a writ in the nature of mandamus
directing the respondents to grant them the amount of leave encashment, along-
with interest @ 12% per annum.

2. At the very outset, learned counsel for the petitioners submits that
though legal notice dated 27.09.2017 (Annexure P-5) was duly served upon the

<nam sunck€Spondents but till date no conscious decision has been taken. He further
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CWP No. 5670 of 2018 -2-
submits that petitioners feels satisfied in case a direction is issued to respondent
No.2 to decide afore-said legal notice, within some prescribed period.

3. Without expressing any opinion on the merits of the case, the instant
petition is disposed of with the direction to respondent No.2-The Secretary,
State Consumer Disputes Redressal Commission, Haryana, Bays No. 3-6,
Sector 4, Panchkula, to look into the grievances unfolded by the petitioners in
legal notice dated 27.09.2017 (Annexure P-5) and to decide the same as per
Rules particularly in the light of judgment passed in CWP No. 5773 of 2015,

titled as “Om _Parkash vs. State of Haryana & others:, decided on 28.02.2017

(P-7), which has attained finality and stood implemented as is evident from the
letter dated 19.06.2017 (P-8), within a period of 3 months from the date of
receipt of certified copy of this order.

4. However, if the petitioners still feel aggrieved against any of the
order(s) passed by the concerned authority, they shall be at liberty to have

recourse to the other remedies available to them as well as to approach this

Court.
MARCH 20, 2018 (JASPAL SINGH)
sham JUDGE

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

Sham Sunder
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