RAJ KUMAR

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRL. MISC. No.M-9242 OF 2014 (O&M)
DATE OF DECISION : 2"° FEBRUARY, 2016

Harbhajan Singh & another
.... Petitioners

Versus
State of Punjab & others
.... Respondent(s)

CORAM : HON’BLE MRS. JUSTICE ANITA CHAUDHRY
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Present: Mr. Surinder Garg, Advocate for the petitioners.
Ms. Harsimrat Rai, DAG, Punjab.

Mr. Veneet Sharma, Advocate for respondents No.5to 7.
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ANITA CHAUDHRY, J. (ORAL)

Cost imposed vide order dated 17.08.2015 has been paid
by the State and counsel for respondents No.5 to 7.

Reply on behalf of the private respondents has been filed
today in court and the same is taken on record.

State counsel submits that the cancellation report has
been submitted.

In view of the above, no further order is required to be
passed in this case. The petitioners may take the recourse to the
remedies available to them in accordance with law.

The petition is disposed of with liberty to the petitioners to
avail legal remedies available to them in accordance with law.

2"¢ February, 2016 (ANITA CHAUDHRY)
‘raj’ JUDGE

2016.02.05 15:51
| attest to the accuracy and
integrity of this document



