IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH

Criminal Misc.-M No0.30190 of 2016 (O&M).
Date of Decision: August 31, 2016

Dharam Pal Goyal . Petitioner
Versus

State of Punjab Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE SURYA KANT.
HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE SUDIP AHLUWALIA.
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Present: Mr.Ishan Gupta, Advocate, for the petitioner.

1. Whether Reporters of Local papers may be allowed to see the judgment?
2. To be referred to the Reporters or not?
3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest?

Surya Kant, J.

The petitioner is father of Narinder Kumar Goyal who is one of
the accused in FIR No0.92 dated 03.06.2014 registered at Police Station
Pasiana, District Patiala, under Sections 21, 22, 25, 25-A, 27, 29, 61, 85 of
the NDPS Act and 26, 54, 59 of the Arms Act. He has preferred this petition
seeking a direction for re-investigation of the above-stated FIR by the
Central Bureau of Investigation or by a Special Investigating Team
constituted under the orders of this Court passed in CWP No.88 of 2014

(Jagjit Singh Chahal versus State of Punjab and others) and other connected

cases, decided on 07.10.2015.

Having realised that after investigation of the subject FIR
charge-sheet was filed whereupon charges were framed and trial is going

on, learned counsel for the petitioner restricts his relief to the extent that a
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bound manner. We have no reason to doubt that learned Special Judge shall
make an endeavour to conclude the trial expeditiously.

The petition stands disposed of accordingly.

[SURYA KANT]
JUDGE
August 31, 2016 [SUDIP AHLUWALIA]
mohinder JUDGE
Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No

Whether Reportable : Yes/No
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I attest to the accuracy and
integrity of this document

Chandigarh



