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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No0.9586 of 2003
Date of decision : 12.09.2017

Ramesh Pal and others
...... Petitioners
Versus

State of Punjab and another

...Respondents

CORAM : HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE DAYA CHAUDHARY

Present :  Ms. Vanita Sapra Kataria, Advocate for the petitioners.
Ms. Anu Chatrath, Addl. A. G., Punjab.

Mr. Bhupeshwar Jaswal, Advocate for
Mr. Sameer Sachdeva, Advocate for respondent No.2.

* % %

DAYA CHAUDHARY, J. (Oral)

Learned counsel for the petitioners submits that CM No.10694
of 2012 was moved for withdrawal of CWP No0.9586 of 2003 qua
petitioners No.3 & 4 i.e. Raj Kumar son of Satan Shah and Beant Singh son
of Lakha Singh, as they have been regularly appointed and the necessary
relief as sought for in the present petition has already been granted to them.
Learned counsel also submits that qua petitioners No.1 & 2, she has no
instructions.

CM No.10694 of 2012 was allowed and the writ petition qua
petitioners No.3 & 4 was dismissed as withdrawn vide order dated

31.10.2012.
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It appears that petitioners No.1 & 2 are also similarly situated
and they might have been regularised being on equal footings.

Accordingly, the present petition qua petitioners No.l & 2 is
also dismissed as infructuous.

However, in case petitioners No.1 & 2 are still aggrieved in any

manner, they are at liberty to move an application for revival of the petition.
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Whether speaking/reasoned :  Yes / No

Whether reportable : Yes / No
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