8 IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ W.P.(C) 5864/2016

SUBHASH ANDANR . Petitioner
Represented by: ~ Mr.P.Sudershan, Advocate.
Versus
UNION OF INDIA ANDORS ... Respondents
Represented by:  Ms.Sangita Rai, Advocate with
Ms.Sunita Singh and
Mr.Pradeep Singh Tomar,
Advocates.
CORAM:

HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE PRADEEP NANDRAJOG
HON’BLE MS. JUSTICE PRATIBHA RANI

ORDER
% 12.07.2016

CM Nos.24166-76/2016

Allowed subject to all just exceptions.

W.P.(C) 5864/2016

1. The petitioners are husband and wife. Relief claimed is to quash the
letter dated May 19, 2016 denying outliving permission to the petitioners.

2. Learned counsel who appears for the respondents on advance copy of
the writ petition being served has produced an order dated July 04, 2016.

The relevant part reads as under:

Si. | CISF No. Rank Name Reason Remark of
DIG/CASO
(1) (2) (3) (4) (3) (6)
13 | 083240081 | L/Const. | Rachana Request As per opinion of
Pal for out | ADG/APS in the
living meeting held on

permission | 29.06.2016 at APS
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during Monday
meeting, it was
opined that all
couples should be
given out living
permission. In the
light of  that
opinion,

permission LS
hereby granted to
L/Ct.Rachana Pal
for living out side.

3. Learned counsel for the respondents states that the name of the
petitioner No.2 in the writing under Column No.6 makes it clear that the
permission is for the couple to live together. Learned counsel for the
respondents states that on the strength of the order dated July 04, 2016 both
petitioners would be permitted to live outside but within the permissible
radius.
4. Needless to state, HRA would be paid as per applicable rules.
5. Since the order which has been challenged in the writ petition is
superseded by the order dated July 04, 2016, the writ petition is disposed of
as infructuous because the relief which was desired by the petitioners has
flown to them.
6. No costs.

PRADEEP NANDRAJOG, J.

PRATIBHA RANL, J.
JULY 12, 2016
(Sl_ )
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