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    1. Whether  Reporters  of  Local Papers may be allowed   : NO

       to see the judgements?                                    
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    3. Whether Their  Lordships  wish to see the fair copy   : NO

       of the judgement?                                         

                                                                 

    4. Whether  this  case involves a substantial question   : NO
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     Date of decision: 29/11/2002

 

ORAL JUDGEMENT

     	Learned  Assistant  Government  Pleader places on

     record an order of  the  Industries  Commissioner,  dated

     3.12.'96, which shows that the petitioner who was working



     as  Junior  Industries Inspector had resigned with effect

     from  30th  September,  1996  and  that  resignation  was

     accepted with  effect from 30th September, 1996.  In this

     view of the matter, the present  petition  in  which  the

     petitioner  has  challenged the order of his termination,

     which was stayed, has become infructuous.   The  petition

     is,  therefore,  disposed of as having become infructuous

     since the petitioner has resigned  from  30th  September,

     1996,  which  fact  is  placed  on  record by the learned

     Assistant Government  Pleader.    Rule   is,   therefore,

     discharged with  no  order  as  to costs.  Interim relief

     stands vacated.    Liberty  to  move  in  case   of   any

     difficulty.

    

     				[R.K.  ABICHANDANI, J.]
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