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Mr. Atul Lakhanpal, Advocate for the petitioner
Mr. Tapan Kumar, DAG Haryana
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AMAN CHAUDHARY, J. (ORAL)
1. The prayer made in the present petition is for quashing the order

dated 28.11.2003, compulsorily retiring the petitioner as also for directing the
respondents for accepting the notice for voluntarily retirement served by him.

2. In the written statement filed by respondent Nos.1 and 2, it has been
stated that:

“It is submitted that the petitioner was completing age of
55 years on 05.02.2003 and his case was to be considered for
retention in service beyond that date. After receiving the case
from Audit Officer, Cooperative Societies, Hisar and
considering his record the petitioner was given extension for
one year vide order dated 21.11.2002. It was mentioned in the
said order that the case of the petitioner may be examined
before 05.02.2004 after completion of one year for further
extension in service. As per this order the case of the petitioner
was examined before the date fixed i.e. 05.02.2004. After
examination it was found that he was not eligible for further
extension after completing the age of 56 years as he did not
fulfill the criteria of 70% good Annual Confidential Reports
(hereinafter referred as ACRs) for the last 10 years as per Govt.
policy issued vide letter dated 16.08.1993. Consequently, he
was given 3 months notice for compulsory retirement on the
basis of order dated 28.11.2003 issued vide Endst. No.
PF/Admn.I(4) 22511-12 dated 23.12.2003. On the expiry of 3
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months notice the petitioner was retired on 05.04.2004 from
Govt. service.”

2. In view of the above as also the prayer made in the present petition,
might not even be surviving due to efflux of time.
3. Disposed of, reserving the petitioner with a liberty to get it revived, in

case need arises.

(AMAN CHAUDHARY)
JUDGE
10.09.2024
M.Kamra
Whether speaking/reasoned ; Yes / No

Whether reportable : Yes / No
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