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The learned counsel for the petitioner submits on instructions, that this petiti
on has become infructuous with lapse of time. 
Mr. Roy, learned counsel for Respondent No.3 affirms that the petitioner is sche
duled to be retired from service today, i.e. on 30.06.2009.
Noticing the above developments, this petition is closed as infructuous.  
As the tussle between the parties had centred around an order of transfer involv
ing them, understandably, the State respondents in administrative exigencies wou
ld make fresh arrangements with regard to the posting of the Respondent No.3 her
eafter.


