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103 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH
CWP No.5478 of 2016 (O&M)
Date of decision : March 02, 2017
Ajmer Singh ... Petitioner
Versus
State of Punjab and others ... Respondents

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH
Present:- Mr. Baldev Sidhu, Advocate for the petitioner.
Mr. Anshul Gupta, AAG, Punjab.

Mr. Jagjeet Singh, Advocate for
Mr. N.P.S. Mann, Advocate for respondent No.3.

1. Whether the Reporters of local newspaper may be allowed to
see the judgment ?

To be referred to the Reporter or not.

3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the digest ?

N

KULDIP SINGH J. (ORAL)

Additional affidavit of G.K. Singh, Director Rural
Development and Panchayats, ,Punjab on behalf of respondent Nos.1 and 2
along with the Rules has been filed in the Court today and the same is taken
on record. As per Rule 9 reproduced in the additional affidavit, the interest
@ 5% per annum as paid on the saving bank account is payable.

The amount of provident funds along with interest @ 5% per
annum has already been paid to the petitioner. Since the entire payment has
been made to the petitioner, therefore, the present petition is disposed of as
having been rendered infructuous.

(KULDIP SINGH)
JUDGE

March 02, 2017
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