IN THE PUNJAB AND HARYANA HIGH COURT
AT CHANDIGARH
CWP No.3785 of 2010
Date of Decision:27.01.2015
Inspector Bhag Singh ... Petitioner
Versus
State of Punjab and others ... Respondents

CORAM : HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SATISH KUMAR MITTAL
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE DEEPAK SIBAL

Present: Mr. R.S. Ahluwalia, Advocate for the petitioner.
None for the respondents.

SATISH KUMAR MITTAL, J. (ORAL)

In the connected writ petition i.e. CWP N0.9697 of 2010, it has
been stated on instructions by learned counsel for the petitioners that the
petitioners have been promoted, therefore, on the basis of the said
statement, the same has been dismissed as not pressed. In the present
petition, it appears that the petitioner might have also been promoted,
therefore, the present petition is dismissed as having been rendered
infructuous. However, in case the petitioner has not been promoted, liberty

is granted to the petitioner to get the writ petition revived.

( SATISH KUMAR MITTAL)
JUDGE

( DEEPAK SIBAL)
JUDGE

27.01.2015
rajeev

RAJEEV THAKRAL
2015.01.29 11:02

I attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this document
High Court Chandigarh



