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G.S.SANDHAWALIA, J. (Oral)

Counsels are ad idem to the extent that part of the relief sought 

by the petitioner no longer subsists since the private respondent no. 6, who 

was  appointed  as  a  Principal  of  the  respondent  no.  4-School,  has  since 

resigned.   It  is  the case of  the petitioner himself  that  thereafter  also,  the 

petitioner  was  promoted  as  Principal  on  21.10.2015  and  subsequently 

retired on 31.05.2016 and, therefore, the relief as such claimed to that extent 

does not subsists.

Counsel  for  the  petitioner,  however,  submits  that  the  only 

grievance would be as to whether the petitioner would be entitled for the 

benefits of promotion for the prior period.  He submits that he would file a 

detailed representation as such with the respondents,  who could take into 

consideration the same and take a decision on the same within a period of 

three months from the date of the receipt of the said request.

Accordingly,  the  present  writ  petition  is  disposed  of  in  the 

above said terms.

28.07.2017 (G.S. SANDHAWALIA)
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