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ITEM NO.10               COURT NO.13               SECTION II-B

               S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
                       RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

MISCELLANEOUS  APPLICATION  Diary  No(s).15537/2026  in  SLP(Crl.)
No.2316/2026

VISHAL KAUSHIK                                     Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

STATE OF HARYANA                                   Respondent(s)

WITH

MISCELLANEOUS  APPLICATION  Diary  No(s).15539/2026  in  SLP(Crl.)
No.2306/2026(II-B)

VISHAL KAUSHIK                                     Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

STATE OF HARYANA                                   Respondent(s)

Date : 08-05-2026 These matters were called for hearing today.

CORAM : 
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AHSANUDDIN AMANULLAH
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE R. MAHADEVAN

For Petitioner(s)  Ms. Mrinal Kanwar, AoR
                   
                   Mr. Shreeyash Uday Lalit, Adv.
                   Ms. Ishita Khurana, Adv.
                   Mr. Ishaan George, AoR
                   
                   By Courts Motion, AoR

                   
For Respondent(s)  Mr. S. D. Sanjay, A.S.G.
                   Mr. Lokesh Sinhal, Sr. A.A.G.
                   Mr. Madhav Sinhal, Adv.
                   Mr. Nikunj Gupta, Adv.
                   Mr. Shivansh Pundir, Adv.
                   Mr. Rahul Khurana, AoR
                   Ms. Navroop Jawanda, Adv.                       
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                             O R D E R

Heard Mr. S.D. Sanjay, learned Additional Solicitor General

(ASG) for the respondent-State of Haryana. 

2. Pursuant to our earlier order dated 19.03.2026, the Additional

Secretary to the Government of Haryana, Vigilance Department, has

filed an affidavit. 

3. The reason why the Court had kept the matters pending was to

be assisted by the learned counsel for the State of Haryana, as to

whether, the senior officers of the Government against whom there

were allegations, even permission for enquiry was not given.

4. Pursuant  thereto,  the  said  affidavit  which  has  been  filed

discloses that in the present case, only the Chief Engineer was

named as one of the accused and permission for enquiry, as was

sought by the prosecuting agency, had been granted whereas, there

was  no  allegation  against  the  concerned  Commissioner  and  thus,

there  was  no  occasion  for  grant  of  any  permission  for  enquiry

against him.

5. Having  considered  the  matters,  we  find  that  the  issue  now

needs to be closed. Accordingly, the issue and the matters stand

consigned and are finally disposed of.

(SAPNA BISHT)                                   (ANJALI PANWAR)
COURT MASTER (SH)                             ASSISTANT  REGISTRAR
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