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Mr.J.K.Kaushik, Counsel for the applicant. 
Mr.R.K.Soni, Counsel for the respondents No. 1 &2. 
None is pres•nt fo~ respondent No. 3. 

The learned counsel for the 

applicant submits that ~ubsequent to the f~ling 

of .... _ thi~-·- .. o .. A •.. , ... the- appl-icant . - has been 

compulsorily retired· from· service as a measure 
--~···-----·--·---· ·----·~ .. -- - ···--

of penal~y. He does not know whether that 

par't i~\ular o~der of penalty has been challenged 

by the applicant or not. 

. As per the reply of the respondents 

No. 1 and ,2, it appears that at the time of 

consideration for promotion, which is subf'Uk ·-
.. , 

matter of contro'versy in· the insta.nt c_ase, the 

applicant was· facing depar.tmen:ta~ inquiry and 

was not found fit to be promoted by the 

Committee. Subsequently, he has been 

compul sor i'1 yf ~.§t f~ed. 
,I~ • • ' 

We have considered this aspect of 

the case. Even if, the applicant's name has been 

approved and his result had been placed in the 

sealed cover in pursuance to his consideration 

for promotion, it would not have helped him to 

get any relief from this Court in view of his 

having been departmentally punished in the same 

inquiry which was then pending at the time of 

consideration of applicant for promotion. 

Considering all the above facts, we 

are of the opinion ,that the Original Application 

has become infructuous and the same is liable to 

be dismissed. 

The Or ig i'r1al,·.· Appl i cat i on:;.l~T~·:f.l!2-if? 

fore, dismissed as having become infructuous. 

The parties are left to bear their own costs. 

The O.A. is disposed of as 

{~~{~ 
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above. 

~ 
\<. 

~-


