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IN THE PUNJAB & HARYANA HIGH COURT AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-26939 & 26941-2018 IN/&
CRM-M-22904-2018
Date of decision : 04.09.2018
Nitish Sharma & others
... Petitioners
Versus
State of Punjab and others
... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMOL RATTAN SINGH

Present: Ms.Poonam Tara Prasher, Advocate
for the non-applicants/petitioners.

Ms.Akshita Chauhan, AAG, Punjab.

Mr.P.S. Jammu, Advocate

for the applicants/respondents no. 7 & 8.
heskosk

AMOL RATTAN SINGH, J.(ORAL)

Pursuant to the notice issued in this application, learned
counsel for the non-applicants/petitioners as also for the State are present.

Mr.Jammu, learned counsel for the applicants, submits that the
applicants would be satisfied if respondent no.6 is not made a part of the
inquiry to be conducted against the petitioners on the application of
respondents no.7 & 8.

Learned counsel for the petitioners as also counsel for the State
do not object to the same. Consequently this petition is disposed of with a
direction that any inquiry to be made on the application of respondents no.7

& 8 against respondents no.1 to 3 will not be conducted by respondent no.6.

(AMOL RATTAN SINGH)
JUDGE
September 04, 2018.
D.K.

Whether speaking / reasoned Yes/No
this Whether reportable Yes/No



