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117 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No.11121 of 2020
Date of Decision :31.07.2020

Anil Kumar and another .....Petitioners
Versus
State of Haryana and others ....Respondents

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

Present :  Mr. Sandeep Verma, Advocate for the petitioners.
Heskeosk

B.S. Walia, J. (VC)

1. Case is being taken up for hearing through Video
Conferencing due to the outbreak of Covid-19 pandemic.

2. Prayer in the petition under Article 226/227 of the Constitution
of India is for the issuance of a writ of mandamus directing the respondents
to pay the salary for the vacation period in the respondent college in terms
of the order passed by this Court in CWP No.16954 of 2015 in case titled as
Anurag Chahal and others vs. State of Haryana and others, besides grant
them the minimum pay scales admissible to the regular employees for the
post of Lab Attendants as also to direct the respondents to allow the
petitioners to continue in service and work on their posts till regular
selection are made by the respondents.

3. At the outset, learned counsel for the petitioners states that
the petitioners would be satisfied, if the writ petition is disposed of by
granting liberty to the petitioners to submit comprehensive representation

to respondent No.2 and a direction being issued to respondent No.2 to
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consider and decide the same in accordance with law in a time bound

manner.
4, Notice of motion.
5. On the asking of the Court, Ms. Palika Monga, AAG, Haryana,

Advocate, who is present, accepts notice on behalf of the State and states
that she has no objection to the limited prayer of learned counsel for the
petitioners.

6. Without commenting upon the merits of the controversy or the
entitlement of the petitioners to the relief claimed, the writ petition is
disposed of bygranting liberty to the petitioners to submit representation to
respondent No.2within a period of one week from today. In case any
representation is submitted by the petitioners to respondent No.2 within the
stipulated period of time, respondent No.2 shall consider and decide the
same in accordance with law after taking into account all aspects of the
matter including the judgments relied upon, in case the same are

applicable, preferably within a period of eight weeks thereafter.

(B.S. Walia)
Judge
July 31, 2020
‘PS-amit’
Whether speaking/ reasoned Yes/No
Whether reportable : Yes/No

| attest to the accuracy and
integrity of this document



