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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CWP-17951-2016
Date of decision: - 25.11.2019

Sampuran Singh
....Petitioner

Versus
State of Punjab and others
..... Respondents
CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI
Present: - Mr. Ravi Gakhar, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Navdeep Chhabra, Deputy Advocate General, Punjab.

*kx

HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI, J. (ORAL)

Learned counsel for the petitioner very fairly states
that against the conviction, petitioner has already filed a
CRA-S-3627-SB-2015 titled as 'Sampuran Singh Master Vs. State of
Punjab', which is still pending consideration before this Court and
therefore, till the decision of the said appeal, petitioner does not wish to
press the prayer for the grant of pensionary benefits as raised in the
present writ petition, with the liberty to raise the said plea in case the
same subsists after the decision of the criminal appeal.

Learned counsel for the petitioner further argues that before
the order of dismissal was passed, petitioner was under suspension and

during the period of suspension he was not given the enhanced
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subsistence allowance even after an expiry of six months and for the grant
of the said relief, petitioner has already served upon the respondents a
legal notice dated 21.06.2016 (Annexure P-2), which is still pending
consideration with the respondents and he will be satisfied in case a time
bound direction is issued to the respondents to decide the claim for the
grant of the enhanced subsistence allowance after a period of six months
as he was not responsible for any delay in deciding the criminal
proceedings, which were pending, due to which he was suspended.

Learned counsel for the respondents very fairly states that
legal notice dated 21.06.2016 (Annexure P-2) will be decided within a
period of three months from the date of receipt of certified copy of this
order and the appropriate orders will be passed qua the claim of the
petitioner for the enhanced subsistence allowance only, as requested by
learned counsel for the petitioner.

Learned counsel for the petitioner states that petitioner does
not press this writ petition any further keeping in view the statement of
learned counsel for the respondents and the present petition be disposed
of as such.

Ordered accordingly with the liberties to the parties as
recorded above.

( HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI)
November 25, 2019 JUDGE
naresh.k

Whether reasoned/speaking? Yes
Whether reportable? No
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