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(214) IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No0.8887 of 2016
Date of decision: 28.08.2019.
Shakuntla Rani .... Petitioner
Versus

State of Haryana and Ors. .... Respondents

Before: Hon’ble Mr. Justice B.S. Walia.

Present: Mr. Chandra Shekhar, Advocate for
Mr. Umesh Narang, Advocate for the petitioner.

Mr. Harish Rathee, Sr. DAG, Haryana.
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B.S. WALIA, (ORAL)

[1] Prayer in the writ petition is for issuance of a writ of
Mandamus directing respondents to give promotion to the petitioner
w.e.f. the date persons junior to her have been given promotion with
all consequential benefits.

[2] Notice of motion was issued on 09.05.2016. On
28.02.2017, the petitioner was directed to furnish three sets of writ
petition to the learned State Counsel during the course of day while
respondents were directed to file statement of objections before the
next date of hearing i.e. 12.05.2017. On 12.05.2017, learned State
Counsel sought further time to file statement of objections. After said
date, the case had been listed on four dates but could not be taken up

for hearing. However, till today, no reply has been filed.
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[3] At this stage, learned counsel for the petitioner states that
the petitioner has submitted representations Annexure P-6 and P-7
dated 06.07.2015 and 18.09.2015 respectively in respect of grievance
which is the subject matter of the instant writ petition and that in the
circumstances, the writ petition may be disposed of by directing
respondent No.2 to consider and decide the said representations by
passing speaking order in a stipulated period of time.

[4] In view of the position as noted above, the writ petition is
disposed of by directing respondent No.2 to consider and decide
representations Annexure P6 dated 06.07.2015 and Annexure P-7
dated 18.09.2015 within one month from the date of submission of
certified copy of the order. Needless to mention, in case the petitioner
is aggrieved with the decision taken on her representations, she would

be at liberty to challenge the same in accordance with law.

(B.S. Walia)
28.08.2019 Judge
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1. Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No.
2. Whether reportable : Yes/No.
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