IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No.843 of 2017
Date of Decision:24.10.2017

M/s Flora Exports Sector 29 HUDA Panipat ... Petitioner
Vs.

Presiding Officer and another ... Respondents

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE P.B. BAJANTHRI
Present :  Mr. Sukhdev Singh, Advocate for the petitioner.

Mr. Ramesh Malik, Advocate for respondent No.2.
P.B. BAJANTHRI J. (Oral)

Learned counsel for the petitioner fairly submitted that during
pendency of this petition, respondent No.2 is stated to have attained the age
of superannuation and retired from service.

In view of the above facts and circumstances, petitioner suo
moto settled benefits of respondent-workman. Faced with these factual
aspect, petition do not survive for consideration.

Accordingly, learned counsel for the petitioner seeks
permission to withdraw the present petition.

Dismissed as withdrawn.
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