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 UNION OF INDIA AND OTHERS

 

   

 

 No.14368262K EX. HAV DULI CHAND

 

CORAM:  HON’BLE

         HON’BLE MR

 

Present : Mr

   

   

HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI

 

1.  Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the benefit of 

promotion was given to the respondent within 

not entitle him the benefit of 

considered by the Tribunal

Hence, the present petition may be disposed of as having been not pressed any 

further, with liberty to file a review application before the Tribunal.

2.  Ordered accordingly

3.  Pending application, if any, also stands disposed
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH

 

    CWP No.

Date of decision: 

UNION OF INDIA AND OTHERS  

     Versus

No.14368262K EX. HAV DULI CHAND

HON’BLE  MR. JUSTICE HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI

HON’BLE MRS. JUSTICE RAMESH KUMARI

Mr. Vikas Sharma, Advocate for the 

 **** 

HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI, J. (oral) 

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the benefit of 

promotion was given to the respondent within a

not entitle him the benefit of 3
rd

 MACP, 

considered by the Tribunal in the order dated

Hence, the present petition may be disposed of as having been not pressed any 

with liberty to file a review application before the Tribunal.

Ordered accordingly. 

Pending application, if any, also stands disposed

   (HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI

 

 

                     (RAMESH KUMARI

6, 2025        

Whether speaking/reasoned: Yes

Whether reportable : No 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA 

AT CHANDIGARH 

CWP No.29098 of 2025 

Date of decision: 26.09.2025 

  …. Petitioners 

Versus 

No.14368262K EX. HAV DULI CHAND  …. Respondent 

HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI 

RAMESH KUMARI   

, Advocate for the appellants. 

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the benefit of 

a period of 8 years, which would 

 and this aspect has not been 

in the order dated 29.03.2022 (Annexure P-1). 

Hence, the present petition may be disposed of as having been not pressed any 

with liberty to file a review application before the Tribunal. 

Pending application, if any, also stands disposed of. 

HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI) 

    JUDGE 

RAMESH KUMARI)                                   

     JUDGE 

Yes 

  

 

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the benefit of 

period of 8 years, which would 

has not been 

. 

Hence, the present petition may be disposed of as having been not pressed any 

)                                    
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