223 RA No. 374 0of 2016 in CWP No. 7823 of 2016
ANAND RAI BANSAL & ORS VS STATE OF HARYANA & ORS

Present:  Mr. Kanwaljit Singh, Senior Advocate with
Mr. Ashish Gupta, Advocate for
for the non-applicant/petitioner.

Mr. D.S. Patwalia, Senior Advocate with
Mr. Gaurav Rana, Advocate
for the applicant-respondent No.5.

Mr. Shalhi Mahajan, Advocate for
Mr. Anurag Goyal, Advocate
for respondent No. 2.

Mr. Ripu Daman, AAG Haryana.
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In the order dated 21.10.2016 passed in CWP No. 7823 of
2016 it has come by oversight that the petition is allowed. Consistent
with the reasoning up to paragraph no.4 the culminating sentence
should have been “in view of the above observations and directions this
petition is disposed of”

Henceforth, the order will be read as clarified above.

Review application stands disposed of.

(RAJIV NARAIN RAINA)
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