CWP No.4909 of 2014 #I#

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH.

CWP No.4909 of 2014

Date of Decision:-17.01.2018

Lokesh Sharma, Upper Division Clerk(Accounts).

...... Petitioner.
Versus

Punjab State Transmission Corporation & Ors.

...... Respondents.

CORAM:- HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JASWANT SINGH
Present:-  None for the Petitioner.
Mr. Vinod Chaudhari, Advocate for the respondents.

Heksk

JASWANT SINGH, J.(ORAL)

Petitioner joined as Upper Division Clerk (Accounts) with
Punjab State Transmission Corporation Limited on 3.09.2013 and was
placed under two years Probation Period. His application for grant of
Extraordinary Leave for one year i.e. period 1.02.2014 till 31.01.2015 was
sanctioned vide letter dated 6.2.2014. Similar leaves had also been granted
to other employees.

Since the respondents were not able to manage with the work
force employees working in various wings, the impugned order dated
25.02.2014 was passed cancelling their sanctioned leave with a direction to
the petitioner to report back for duty. Hence the present writ petition.

This Court while issuing notice of motion vide order dated

201801171528 14.3.2014 had stayed the operation of the impugned order dated 25.02.2014
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Counsel for the respondent-Corporation points out that the
petitioner by virtue of the said order granted by this Court has availed the
Extraordinary Leave for the entire one year granted vide order dated
06.02.2014, however, has failed to join on the expiry of his leave period
w.e.f. 31.01.2015. He asserts that to date the petitioner has not joined back
and has thus abandoned his job.

None has put in appearance on behalf of the petitioner.

Since the dispute raised is only with regard to the recall of the
petitioner from the Extraordinary Leave, in the light of the supervening
circumstances he having availed the entire period, in the opinion of this
Court nothing more requires to be adjudicated, more so in the face of the
stand of the respondent.

Since last many dates, none has put in appearance on behalf of
the Petitioner, perhaps in the light of the fact that the present writ petition
has become infructuous.

In view of the above, present writ petition is hereby dismissed

as infructuous.

(JASWANT SINGH )

JUDGE
January 17, 2018
Vinay
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