MONIKA VERMA

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No.19340 of 2010
Date of Decision: 5.10.2015

Government College for Boys, Ludhiana ... Petitioner

Versus
Presiding Officer, Industrial Tribunal, ... Respondents
Ludhiana & anr.

CORAM:- HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV NARAIN RAINA

Present: Mr. Ankit Goel, Advocate, for
Mr. VK Sandhir, Advocate,
for the petitioner.

Mr. Govind Korla, Advocate, for
Mr. SK Sharma, Advocate,
for respondent No.2.

1. To be referred to the Reporters or not? .
2. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest?

RAJIV NARAIN RAINA., J.(Oral)

Learned counsel for respondent No.2 informs the Court what was
stated before the Coordinate Bench on 18.5.2015 that the enire amount
including the costs has been paid to respondent No.2. Learned counsel for
respondent No.2 submits that nothing remains to be decided in this case and it
has been rendered infructuous. No one appears for the petitioner and none
appeared on 18.5.2015, which fortifies the statement that the matter has been
rendered infructuous and this is what the Court assumes from non-appearance
of the counsel for the petitioner on the two dates.

Dismissed as infructuous.

However, liberty is granted to the petitioner that in case, the
statement made by respondent No.2 is factually incorrect, it would be at liberty
to move an application for further orders.
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