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UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

The appeal is dismissed in ternms of the signed order
with no orders as to costs.

(NI DHI  CHUGH) ( RENUKA SADANA)
Sr. P.A Court Master

(Signed order is placed on the file.)

I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 3854 COF 2006

STATE OF PUNJAB & ANR ... Appel l ant (s)
VERSUS
PARKASH CHAND (D) TH. LRS. ... Respondent ( s)
ORDER
The r espondent (since deceased) Par kash Chand
Patwari filed the suit for declaration that the order of
premat ur e retirement passed agai nst him was illegal and

i neffectual. The suit was di sm ssed. The appeal preferred



by himwas allowed as early as on 26.02.1983 and the suit
was accordi ngly decreed. Bei ng aggri eved by the sanme, the

appel lant State preferred second appeal. The Hi gh court on

el aborate consideration of the matter set aside the order
of premature retirenent.

Not only has t he r espondent retired from
services but al so has di ed during t he pendency of
pr oceedi ngs. In the circunstances, we are not inclined to
interfere with t he j udgnent of t he Hi gh Court.
otherwi se, we do not find any infirmty in the judgnent of
the appellate court. The appeal is stal e and

accordingly, dismssed with no orders as to costs.

................... ,J.
[ B. SUDERSHAN REDDY]

................... . J.
[ SURI NDER SI NGH NI JJAR]

NEW DELHI ;
MARCH 10, 2011.
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