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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRL. MISC. No.M-21242 OF 2016
DATE OF DECISION : 24™ AUGUST, 2016

Suresh Kumar & another
.... Petitioners
Versus
State of Punjab
.... Respondent
CORAM : HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE A. B. CHAUDHARI
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Present:  Mr. Vivek K. Thakur, Advocate for the petitioner with
Ms Narvada Pathania wife of petitioner No.1.

Ms. Rimplejeet Kaur, AAG, Punjab.
Mr. D. D. Sharma, Advocate for respondent No.2.
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A. B. CHAUDHARLI, J. (ORAL)

Heard learned counsel for the rival parties.

Mr. D. D. Sharma, Advocate appearing on behalf of
respondent no.2-Narcotics Control Bureau, Chandigarh makes statement
that he was handed over the copies of the letter No.1012-NCB/2016
dated 13.05.2016 under the signature of Deputy Directory, NCB, Zone-
Chandigarh, UT on the last date of hearing along with two documents
namely test memo and on more letter No.1/ND/R/2015/CLD-954(N)
dated 30.11.2015 issued by Government of India, Ministry of Finance,
Department of Revenue, Central Revenues Control Laboratory, New
Delhi. These three documents are taken on record and marked together
as Mark X for identification. Mr. D. D. Sharma, Advocate has today
handed over before me a letter dated 22/23.08.2016 signed by
Superintendent, NCM, Government of India, MHA, Chandigarh. It is

also taken on record and marked as X-1 for identification.
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Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the document
X was handed over by the wife of petitioner No.1 to him.

Perusal of letter X-1 dated 22/23.08.2016 shows that the
document X is forged and was never issued from their office. The NCB
is, therefore, at liberty to take such steps as available in law against the
petitioners.

Counsel for the petitioners wants to withdraw the present
petition. He is allowed to do so.

However, the liberty is in favour of respondent No.2 to take
such action against the petitioners according to law as is permissible.

Dismissed as withdrawn.

24" AUGUST, 2016 (A. B. CHAUDHARI)
‘raj’ JUDGE
Whether speaking/reasoned: Yes No
Whether Reportable: Yes No.
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