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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CWP No0.26369 of 2013 (O&M)
Date of decision: January 29, 2016

State of Haryana and another
...... Petitioners
Versus
Ashok Kumar Saini and others
...... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE M. JEYAPAUL
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJ MOHAN SINGH

Present: Mr. Gaurav Jindal, Additional AG, Haryana
for the petitioners.

Mr. Saurabh Gulia, Advocate
for respondent No.1.

Mr. Brijeshwar Singh Kanwar, Advocate
for UOI-respondent No.3.

1. Whether reporters of local papers may be allowed to see the
judgment?
2. To be referred to the reporters or not?

3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the digest?
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M. JEYAPAUL, J. (ORAL)

Heard the submissions made on either side.

Sh. Ashok Kumar Saini, the 1* respondent herein, filed original

application before the learned Central Administrative Tribunal, Chandigarh
Bench seeking a direction to the writ petitioner herein to issue integrity

certificate which was withheld by them in spite of the approval granted by

the Union Public Service Commission that the 1* respondent was eligible
and suitable for issuance of integrity certificate.

After thoroughly adverting to the facts and circumstances of this

case in the background of the rival submissions made, learned Central

Administrative Tribunal, Chandigarh Bench directed the writ petitioners to
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issue the integrity certificate in favour of 1* respondent within 15 days from
the date of receipt of order passed by it.

Learned counsel appearing for the 1* respondent submitted that
the 1% respondent had unfortunately died and as a result of which, nothing
survives in the present writ petition.

The above submission has found favour with the counsel
appearing for the writ petitioners as well as for the proforma respondents
No.3 and 4. Therefore, we are of the considered view that nothing survives
for determination in the present writ petition on account of the untimely

demise of the 1* respondent. Therefore, the writ petition stands dismissed as

infructuous.
(M. JEYAPAUL)
JUDGE
(RAJ MOHAN SINGH)
JUDGE
January 29, 2016
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