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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

(113) CWP-6885-2024
Date of Decision : April 22, 2024

Rahul Mittal .. Petitioner

Versus

State of Haryana and others .. Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI
Present: Mr. Sandeep Vermani, Advocate, for the petitioner.

Mr. Harish Nain, Assistant Advocate General, Haryana.

HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI J. (ORAL)

1. In the present writ petition, the grievance being raised by the
petitioner is that a stigmatic order has been passed by the respondents qua
the earlier period of service which the petitioner had rendered, while not
extending the tenure of the petitioner.

2. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that though the said
order was passed but subsequently once again, the petitioner has been
appointed at Ambala to perform the duties but probably, due to the said
impugned stigmatic order, he has not been given extension on the post of
Medical Officer in Panchkula hence, the impugned order is causing
prejudice to the petitioner.

3. Notice of motion.

4. Mr. Harish Nain, learned Assistant Advocate General, Haryana,

who is present in the Court, accepts notice on behalf of the respondents.
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5. Learned counsel for the respondents submits that upon re-
consideration of all the facts and circumstances of the present case, the
authorities have decided to give another opportunity to the petitioner to
work for the State and he has been given extension in service so as to
continue to work at Ambala for a period of three months upto 31.07.2024,
and in case, the work and conduct of the petitioner remains good, he will be
allowed to discharge the duties further by giving extension in service as
being given to the other similarly situated doctors who are working on the
same post on same terms and conditions.

6. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that keeping in view
the statement of learned counsel for the respondents, the present writ

petition may kindly be disposed of having been not pressed any further, at

this stage.
7. Ordered accordingly.
April 22,2024 (HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI)
harsha JUDGE
Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No
Whether reportable : Yes/No
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