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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH
CWP No. 6369 of 2017
Date of Decision 09.2.2018
Manish ...Petitioner.
Versus
State of Haryana and others ...Respondents

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ARUN PALLI

Present:  Mr. Mohnish Sharma, Advocate,
for the petitioner.

Mr. Siddharth Sanwaria, DAG, Haryana.

Mr. Anil Chawla, Advocate
for respondents No. 3 and 4.

Ms. Alka Chatrath, Advocate
for respondent No.5.

Ms. Sangita Dhanda, Advocate
for respondent No.6.
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ARUN PALLL J. (ORAL)

Learned counsel for respondents No. 3 and 4 submits that as
the petitioner has since been appointed as Assistant Lineman, pursuant to
order dated 8.6.2017, and has even submitted his joining report on
12.6.2017, nothing substantive survives in this petition and the same be
disposed of, as such. He has produced copies of the appointment order as
also the joining report, which are taken on record as Mark A and B.

That being so, the petition is disposed of, as having been

rendered infructuous.
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