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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ CONT.CAS(C) 482/2016 & CM No0.15723/2016
MUKESH KUMAR ... Petitioner

Through:  Mr. Yashish Chandraand Mr.
Mukesh Kumar, Advs.

Versus
RAMESH CHAND & ANR ... Respondents
Through:  Mr. Vivekanand Mishra, Adv.
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE J.R. MIDHA
ORDER
% 02.05.2016

CM No.15723/2016
Allowed, subject to just exceptions.
CONT.CAS(C) 482/2016
1. Vide judgment dated 24™ August, 2015, the Division Bench of this
Court passed certain directions with respect to the defence assistant

provided to the petitioner with respect to the inquiry pending against the
petitioner.

2. The Inquiry Officer has completed the inquiry against the petitioner
and submitted his report dated 15" March, 2016. The copy of the
memorandum dated 15™ March, 2016 by which the inquiry report has been
sent to the petitioner has been filed as Annexure P12.

3. Learned counsd for the petitioner submits that the inquiry has been
conducted irregularly and, therefore, the de-novo inquiry should be ordered
In the matter.

4. The Contempt Petition is not maintainable and is, therefore,

dismissed. The petitioner however is at liberty to avail appropriate legal



remedies available to him against the inquiry report in accordance with law.

J.R. MIDHA, J.
MAY 02, 2016
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