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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP No. 2975 of 2013 (O&M)
Date of Decision: 05.05.2016

Sanjeev Gandhi and others
....... Petitioners
Versus

R.K. Takru and others
...... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJESH BINDAL.

Present: Mr. Umesh Narang, Advocate
for the petitioners.

Mr. Arjun Partap Atma Ram, Advocate
for the respondents.

RAJESH BINDAL,J.

With the consent of counsel for the parties, the main petition

which was adjourned sine die on 16.2.2016, is taken on board.

Counsel for the parties do not dispute the fact that in view of
the judgment of Hon'ble the Supreme Court dated 31.3.2016, in Civil
Appeal Nos. 8959 and 8962 of 2013, the prayer made in the present petition
has been rendered infructuous.

Learned counsel for the respondents submitted that in terms of
the order passed by this Court on 16.2.2016, the Life Insurance Corporation
of India, had deposited about a sum of I 34 lacs. In view of the judgment
of Hon'ble the Supreme Court, the amount be refunded so as to enable the
corporation to pay the amount to the petitioners in terms of the directions
issued by Hon'ble the Supreme Court.

After hearing learned counsel for the parties and considering
the order passed by Hon'ble the Supreme Court giving liberty to the
Corporation to withdraw the amount deposited in this Court to enable it to
pay to the employees, the Registry is directed to refund the amount already
deposited by the Corporation.

(RAJESH BINDAL)
05.05.2016 JUDGE
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