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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT

CHANDIGARH
208
CWP-10807-1997 (O&M)
Date of decision : 21.05.2024
G.S. Virk ....Petitioner
V/S
The State of Punjab and others ....Respondents

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE NAMIT KUMAR
Present: None for the petitioner.

Mr. Surya Kumar, A.A.G., Punjab.

Ms. Shuchi Sodhi, Advocate for
Mr. Animesh Sharma, Advocate
for respondents No.3 and 4.
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NAMIT KUMAR, J. (ORAL)

1. The petitioner has filed the instant writ petition under
Articles 226/227 of the Constitution of India for claiming the following
relief :-

“l1.  That the respondents may be directed to produce the
entire record of the case especially regarding the post of
Financial Controller, Financial Consultant, Paddy scam

files 1994-95.

2. A writ in the nature of certiorari be issued for

quashing the wholly illegal impugned order Annexure P-11.

3. A writ in the nature of mandamus be issued directing
the respondent No.3 to issue promotion order of the

petitioner for the post of Financial Controller.

4. A writ in the nature of mandamus be issued directing
the respondent No.3 to maintain status quo to the present
post of the petitioner as well as to the post of Financial

Controller; during the pendency of writ petition.
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5. A writ in the nature of mandamus be issued directing

the respondents to provide necessary protection to the

petitioner.”
2. There is no representation on behalf of the petitioner.
3. Learned counsel for respondents No.3 and 4 has produced

copy of email sent by the Markfed to learned counsel for respondents
No.3 and 4, wherein it has been stated that the petitioner-G.S. Virk
already stood retired from service w.e.f. 31.05.2000 and as regard to the
post of Financial Controller, it has been stated that no such post exists as
per the Markfed Common Cadre Rules. Copy of the email is taken on
record.

5. In this view of the matter, the present petition is dismissed
for non-proseuction, however, liberty is granted to the petitioner to

revive the same, if any cause still survives.
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