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AND 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI 

CRL.M.C. 4192/2006 

S.D.SHARMA ..... Petitioner 
Through: Mr. Pradeep Gupta, Advocate 

versus 

STATE & ORS. . .... Respondent 
Through: Mr. Sunil Sharma, APP for State with Insp. Arun Kr. Chaudhary, EOW 
Cell 

+ CRL.M.C. 3173/2009 

AND 

PRA TAP KHAT I ..... Petitioner 
Through: Mr. Pradeep Gupta, Advocate 

versus 

STATE N.C.T. OF DELHI & ANR. . .... Respondent 
Through: Mr. Sunil Sharma, APP for State with Insp. Arun Kr. Chaudhary, EOW 
Cell 

+ W.P.(CRL) 200/2008 

S.D.SHARMA ..... Petitioner 

AND 

Through: Mr. Pradeep Gupta, Advocate 

versus 

STATE & ANR. ..... Respondent 
Through: Mr. Sunil Sharma, APP for State with Insp. Arun Kr. Chaudhary, EOW 
Cell 

+ W.P.(CRL) 396/2008 

S.D.SHARMA ..... Petitioner 
Through: Mr. Pradeep Gupta, Advocate 

versus 

THE STATE & ANR ..... Respondent 
Through: Mr. Sunil Sharma, APP for State with Insp. Arun Kr. Chaudhary, EOW 
Cell 
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AND 

+ W.P.(CRL) 397/2008 

S.D.SHARMA ..... Petitioner 

% 

Through: Mr. Pradeep Gupta, Advocate 

versus 

THE STATE & ANR ..... Respondent 
Through: Mr. Sunil Sharma, APP for State with Insp. Arun Kr. Chaudhary, EOW 
Cell 

CORAM: 
JUSTICE SHIV NARAYAN DHINGRA 

ORDER 
17.09.2010 

These petitions have been filed by the petitioner for quashing FIRs. The petitioner 

is stated to be facing four cases being FIR Nos. 63 of 2005, Police Station Kalkaji; FIR No. 

155 of 2005, Police Station Kalkaji; FIR No.1 033 of 2006, Police Station Kalkaji; FIR 

No.1 038 of 2006 Police Station Kalkaji. 

The investigation in 3 of the FIRs is complete but the investigation in FIR No.1 038 

of 2006 is stated to be pending and challan has not been filed. One FIR No. 919 of 2006 

has already been quashed. 

It is submitted by counsel for the petitioner that his petition be dismissed as 

withdrawn with liberty to argue on charge before the trial court concerned since 

chargesheet have been filed in those cases. However, he prays that all the cases should 

be tried by the same Court in an expeditious manner. 

In view of these submissions, the petitions are hereby dismissed as withdrawn. 

However, it is directed that cases pending against the petitioner shall be tried in the Court 

of Mr. Navin Arora, ACMM posted at South Delhi, Saket, New Delhi. It is also directed that 

the cases be tried as expeditiously as possible since the cases are already five year old. 

The Fl R No.1 038 of 2006 in which investigation is pending caLot be clubbed at 

this stage. 

The above petitions stand disposed of with above order. 

SEPTEMBER 17, 2010 

rd 

SHIV NARAYAN DHINGRA,J 
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