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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH
101
RSA-2376-1994
Decided on:03.03.2025
Punjab State Electricity Board, Patiala

.. . Appellant
Versus

Amarjeet Singh Gill

... Respondent
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VIKAS BAHL
PRESENT: Mr. Himmat Singh Sidhu, Advocate

for the appellant.
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VIKAS BAHL, J.(ORAL)
1. The respondent had filed in the suit in the year 1987 for

declaration to the effect that the result notified in ‘The Tribune’ in the year
1986 for the post of Assistant Engineer Electrical by decreasing the 50%
marks of the wrong/multiple reply instead of 100% negative marking was
void.
2. The suit of the plaintiff was dismissed, however, an appeal in
the said suit was decreed.

On 13.12.1994, a Coordinate Bench of this Court, while
admitting the matter, had passed the following order:-

“Present:  Mr. H. S. Bakshi, Advocate for the appellant.

Mpr. Arun Palli, Advocate for the respondents.

seskeseskesk

Admitted.

Operation of the decree under appeal shall
remain stayed during the pendency of the appeal.

Keeping in view the fact that the dispute
herein pertains to the appointment of 150 Assistant
Engineers, I direct that the appeal be set down for final

hearing within six months.

December 13,1994
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3. None has appeared on behalf of the respondent.

4. Learned counsel for the appellant has submitted that in the
present case, no one on behalf of the respondent has come in the recent past
to get enforced the judgment of the Appellate Court and in all probability, he
is not interested in further pursuing the matter and hence, he prays that the
present appeal may be disposed of as having been rendered infructuous
but liberty may be granted to the appellant to revive the appeal, in case,
the respondent seeks to enforce the judgment of the first Appellate Court.
5. In view of the above, the present appeal is disposed of as having
been rendered infructuous with the aforesaid liberty.

6. Liberty is also granted to the respondent to revive the apepal, in

case, any cause of action survives.

(VIKAS BAHL)

03.03.2025 JUDGE
Mehak Whether reasoned/speaking? Yes/No
Whether reportable? Yes/No
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