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State of Haryana ... APPELLANT (S)

VERSUS

@ur bax Si ngh Kohl i .. . RESPONDENT( S)
(Wth office report)

Date : 28/01/2003 This appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SH VARAJ V. PATIL
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ARI JI T PASAYAT
For Appellant (s) M. Neeran Kr. Jain Adv.
Ms. Hemanti ka Wahi, Adv.
For Respondent (s) Ms. Lalita Kaushik, Adv. (N P.)
UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
....... e N
. SP2
Heard |earned counsel for the appellant for ten
m nut es.
The appeal is disnm ssed as havi ng becone
i nfructous.
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(R K. Dhawan) (Shel ly Sengupt a) @@
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(Signed order is placed on the file)
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State of Haryana Appel | ant ('s)

Ver sus



Gur bax Si ngh Kohl
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B I I B I To...... To...... To......
Heard |learned counsel for the appellant. No

appears for the respondent.
The Order dated 10-7-2000 reads thus:

"Learned counsel for the respondent states
that the respondent has already received
the benefit as result of the judgment of the
Hi gh Court and the matter has becone
i nfruct uous. Counsel for the petitioner
seeks tine to seek instructions. Adj our ned
by four weeks."

The suit filed by the respondent herein was
decreed by the H gh Court by the inpugned |udgnent
reversing the judgnent and decree passed by the courts
bel ow. The subject matter relating to the validity of
the termination order of the respondent after his
re-enployment for the period of one year or till he
attains the age of 62 years. Having regard to the
passage of tinme and | ooking to the order dated 10.7.2000,
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in our viewin the peculiar facts and circunstances of

the case, nothing nore is required to be done. Hence the
appeal is disnmissed as having becone infructous.

(SHI VARAJ V. PATI L)

(ARI JI' T PASAYAT)
New Del hi ,
January 28, 2002.

Respondent ( s)
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