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M. Sushil Karanjekar,
For M. K N Rai, Adv.

M. K V. Sreekunar,

UPON hearing the counsel
ORDER
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the Court made the follow ng



Cvil Appeal No. 156 of 2011

This appeal is dismssed as having becone infructuous
in ternms of the signed order

I.A No. 8 of 2014 is all owed.

Cvil Appeal Nos. 843 of 2012 and 844 of 2012

Li st these appeal s next week

[ I NDU POKHRI YAL] [ SUKHBI R PAUL KAUR]
COURT MASTER A R -CUMP.S.

(Signed order in C A No.156 of 2011 is placed on the file)

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

Cl VIL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 156 OF 2011

WI TH
| NTERLOCUTORY APPLI CATI ON NO. 8 OF 2014
VASANT Appel I ant (s)
Ver sus

MAHARASHTRA COUNCI L OF AGRI CULTURAL Respondent ( s)
EDUCATI ON AND RESEARCH AND OTHERS

ORDER

Interlocutory Appl i cation No. 8 has been
filed by the applicant-Respondent No.2 for disposa
of Civil Appeal No. 156 of 2011 in view of the fact
that the sane has become infructuous.

e have heard | ear ned counsel for t he
appel | ant and al so | ear ned counsel for t he

respondents.

I ndi sput abl vy, t he appel I ant, in t he year
2014, pendi ng this appeal , had t aken vol untary
retirenent for j oi ni ng service with t he Nat i ona
Institute of Food Technol ogy Ent r epr eneur shi p and

Managenent, M nistry of Food Processing |ndustries,
Government of India in its Departnment as Professor in
the Departnment of Food Sci ence and Technol ogy.
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In view of t he above, chal | enge to
i mpugned or der passed by t he Hi gh Court does
survive and t he appeal has becone infructuous.

The  appeal is, accordingly, di sni ssed
havi ng becone infructuous.

Interlocutory Application No. 8 of 2014 is,

therefore, allowed.

(C. NAGAPPAN)

New Del hi ,
August 20, 2015
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