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AMAN CHAUDHARY, J. (ORAL)
 
1.  

appointment/promotion of respondent No.4 as Head of Department and 

re-considering the claim of the petitioner, might not even be surviving, at 

this stage, due to the efflux of time, especially in wake of

interim order issued by this Court. 

2.  

revived by demonstrating that the 
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THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT 
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Surjit Singh Dhiman         
                                                                    

 
Versus 

f Punjab and Others   
     
 

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE AMAN CHAUDHARY
     

 None for the petitioner.  
 
Mr. Satnam Preet Singh Chauhan, DAG, Punjab
 
Ms. Sanchi Bindra, Advocate for 
Mr. Amar Vivek Aggarwal, Advocate, 
for respondent No.4. 

 
 (through hybrid mode)  

  
AMAN CHAUDHARY, J. (ORAL) 

Prayer made in the present petition for quashing the 

appointment/promotion of respondent No.4 as Head of Department and 

considering the claim of the petitioner, might not even be surviving, at 

this stage, due to the efflux of time, especially in wake of

interim order issued by this Court.  

Disposed of, reserving the petitioner with a liberty to get it 

revived by demonstrating that the lis still subsists.

      
     

Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes / No 
Whether reportable      :  Yes / No 
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BLE MR. JUSTICE AMAN CHAUDHARY  
   

Satnam Preet Singh Chauhan, DAG, Punjab. 

Ms. Sanchi Bindra, Advocate for     
, Advocate,    

Prayer made in the present petition for quashing the 

appointment/promotion of respondent No.4 as Head of Department and 

considering the claim of the petitioner, might not even be surviving, at 

this stage, due to the efflux of time, especially in wake of there being no 

Disposed of, reserving the petitioner with a liberty to get it 

still subsists. 
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