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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT

CHANDIGARH
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Date of decision : 27.09.2024
Jaspal Singh ....Petitioner

V/S

Punjab State Agricultural Marketing Board and others ....Respondents

CORAM :

Present:

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE NAMIT KUMAR

Ms. Urvashi Singh, Advocate for
Mr. Vivek Singla, Advocate for the petitioner.

Ms. Deepali Puri, Advocate
for respondents No.1 & 2.

Mr. D.R. Parihar, Advocate
for respondents No.12, 14 & 16.
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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

reliefs :-
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“(1) Issue a writ in the nature of certiorari quashing the
policy made applicable with effect from 08.08.1984 and
continued upto to 01.05.1988 (second policy).

(2)  Issue a further writ of Certiorari quashing the order
No.795 dated 30.06.1997 appended as annexure P/7 qua

private respondents only:

(3) issue a further writ of Mandanus directing the
official respondents to promote the petitioners on the post
of Secretary, Market Committee in the State of Punjab
on 43 vacancies which had accrued w.e.f. 08.04.1984 to
01.05.1988 or alternatively in case second policy is found

to be in order and promotion of the private respondents
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vide order dated 30.6.1997 found to be good then promote

the petitioners against the remaining 19 unfilled vacancies
which accrued from 08.04.1984 to 01.05.1988 with all

consequential benefits.”

2. Learned counsel for respondents No.l & 2 submits that
during the pendency of the present petition, the petitioner has retired
from service on attaining the age of superannuation on 31.05.2001 as
Superintendent Grade-II and all his retiral dues have been released to
him. She further submits that even the private respondents have also
retired from service on attaining the age of their superannuation and the
instant petition has been rendered infructuous.

3. The abovesaid facts have not been disputed by learned
counsel for the petitioner.

4, Disposed of as having become infructuous.

5. Pending application, if any, shall stands disposed of

accordingly

27.09.2024 (NAMIT KUMAR)
kothiyal JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned: Yes/No
Whether Reportable: Yes/No
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