
 

CWP-18832
 

      IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
 

 (201)  
  
  

Punjab People Welfare Society

State of Punjab

CORAM: 
 
Present:  

    
  

KULDEEP TIWARI

1.   

the Constitution of India, a prayer is made for issuance of a writ, in the nature 

of quo-warranto, against the respondents No.3 to 6. 

2.   

3.   

Counsel to inform this Court, as to whether, the respondents No.3 to 6, are still 

in service, or not.

4.  

Legal Advisor, Municipal 

respondents No.3, 5 and 6, has already retired from the service, on attaining 

age of superannuation, whereas, the respondent No.4, was dismissed from 

service, in the year 2018.

5.  

Court. Even, on the earlier occasions as well, the petitioner has remained 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
               AT CHANDIGARH

     
     
  

Punjab People Welfare Society   

           Versus

State of Punjab and others   

 HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDEEP TIWARI

None for the petitioner. 
 
Mr. Teevar Sharma, AAG, Punjab.

      **** 

KULDEEP TIWARI, J.(ORAL) 

Through the instant writ petition, cast under Articles 226/227 of 

the Constitution of India, a prayer is made for issuance of a writ, in the nature 

warranto, against the respondents No.3 to 6. 

The instant writ petition is pending adjudication since 2001. 

This Court, on dated 24.03.2025, had directed the learned State 

Counsel to inform this Court, as to whether, the respondents No.3 to 6, are still 

in service, or not. 

Today learned counsel for the State, 

Legal Advisor, Municipal Council, Amritsar, 

respondents No.3, 5 and 6, has already retired from the service, on attaining 

age of superannuation, whereas, the respondent No.4, was dismissed from 

service, in the year 2018. 

There is no representation on b

Court. Even, on the earlier occasions as well, the petitioner has remained 
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   …Petitioner 

Versus 

    ...Respondents 

KULDEEP TIWARI 

Teevar Sharma, AAG, Punjab. 

petition, cast under Articles 226/227 of 

the Constitution of India, a prayer is made for issuance of a writ, in the nature 

warranto, against the respondents No.3 to 6.  

petition is pending adjudication since 2001.  

his Court, on dated 24.03.2025, had directed the learned State 

Counsel to inform this Court, as to whether, the respondents No.3 to 6, are still 

Today learned counsel for the State, on instructions from the 

Council, Amritsar, informs this Court, that 

respondents No.3, 5 and 6, has already retired from the service, on attaining 

age of superannuation, whereas, the respondent No.4, was dismissed from 

There is no representation on behalf of the petitioner, today in the 

Court. Even, on the earlier occasions as well, the petitioner has remained 
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unrepresented.

6.  

not interested in pursuing the instant 

survive. 

7.  

prosecution

8.  

   

  
 

     
 
April 25, 2025
Manpreet 
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unrepresented. 

At this stage, this Court, can safely presume that the petitioner is 

not interested in pursuing the instant lis, 

Consequently, the instant writ petition is 

prosecution. 

Pending applications, if any, stand disposed of accordingly. 

     

     

, 2025 

Whether speaking/reasoned 
Whether reportable  
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At this stage, this Court, can safely presume that the petitioner is 

lis, as the cause of action does not 

Consequently, the instant writ petition is dismissed for want of 

Pending applications, if any, stand disposed of accordingly.  

             

     (KULDEEP TIWARI)   
         JUDGE  

: Yes/No 
: Yes/No 

 

 

At this stage, this Court, can safely presume that the petitioner is 

e of action does not 

dismissed for want of 

      


		manpreetsingh13688.ms@gmail.com
	2025-04-29T09:26:05+0530
	MANPREET SINGH
	I attest to the accuracy and authenticity of this order/judgment


		manpreetsingh13688.ms@gmail.com
	2025-04-29T09:26:05+0530
	MANPREET SINGH
	I attest to the accuracy and authenticity of this order/judgment




