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Ajay Tewari, J (Oral)

This order shall dispose of the aforesaid writ petitions.

This bunch of writ petitions relates to Post Graduation Medical
admission conducted by the State of Punjab in 2012. When these petitions
were pending in motion hearing, various interim orders were passed as per
which some of the petitioners were successful in getting admission in PG
course of their choice, some were able to secure admission but not in the
course of their choice and some could not be granted admission.

Learned Advocate General Punjab states that in any case the
course having come to an end in the year 2014-2015, no further relief can be
granted to any body. Counsel for the petitioners are not in a position to
deny this.

In these circumstances, these writ petitions have been rendered
infructuous and are disposed of as such.

Since the main cases have been decided, the pending C.Ms, if
any, also stand disposed of.

(AJAY TEWARI )
September 05, 2017 JUDGE
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