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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ W.P.(C) 9618/2015
RAJNDRA KUMAR .. Petitioner
Through:  Mr. Ashok Bhalla, Adv.

VErsus

PUNJAB NATIONAL BANK & ANR. ... Respondents
Through:  Mr. Rgjesh Gautam and Ms. Garvita
Jain, Adv. for R-1.
Mr. Jasmeet Singh, CGSC for R-2.

CORAM:

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE A. K. CHAWLA
ORDER

% 09.01.2020

During the course of hearing, it transpires that the respondent bank —
Punjab National Bank has not taken into account the ratio of the judgment in
LPA 507/2010 Punjab National Bank v. Rajinder Kumar and Mr. Bhalla, 1d.
counsel for the petitioner on instructions submits that the petitioner would be
satisfied if in the first instance, the instant petition and the rejoinder filed by
the petitioner is treated as the representation and a speaking order is passed
thereon as regards his claim(s) for promotion(s). Mr. Gautam, Id. counsel for
the respondent bank is not averse thereto.

Taking into account the totality of facts and circumstances, the writ
petition is disposed of with the direction to the respondent bank — Punjab
National Bank to treat the instant petition as aso the rejoinder filed as a
representation of the petitioner and having afforded an opportunity of
hearing to the petitioner, if he so desires, dispose of the same at the earliest,
preferably, within 12 weeks from today. Should the petitioner feel



aggrieved of the decison so taken, he would be at liberty to assail it in
accordance with law. Itisclarified that any of the pleas of the parties raised
In the instant petition are kept open to be agitated in the event, the petitioner
approaches the Court afresh.

A.K.CHAWLA,J
JANUARY 09, 2020
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