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AMIT RAWAL, J. (Oral)

Learned counsel for the petitioner submitted that respondent
Nos.5 and 13 have already retired and as regards the grant of current duty
charge to respondent Nos.6 to 12, in view of the stand taken in the written
statement of respondent Nos.3 and 4 represented by Mr.Lokesh Sinhal and
as well as order dated 07.03.2018 (Annexure R3/2), the same has been
withdrawn and, therefore, no cause of action survives.

In view of the aforementioned statement, the writ petition

stands dismissed as withdrawn.
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