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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYii he accuracy and
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM No. M-7614 of 2011 (O/M)
Date of decision : 15.1.2015

Anuradcha . Petitioner
Versus

State of Punjab Respondent
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH
Present:- None for the petitioner.

Mr. Ashish Sanghi, Deputy A.G. Punjab.

1. Whether the Reporters of local newspaper may be allowed to see
the judgment ?

To be referred to the Reporter or not.

Whether the judgment should be reported in the digest ?

w N

KULDIP SINGH, J. (ORAL)

Petitioner has sought quashing of FIR No. 257 dated
28.10.2010, registered under Sections 498-A, 406 IPC at Police
Station City Mansa, District Mansa (Annexure-P-1).

Today, this Court has been informed that the challan was
presented in this case on 17.5.2011, i.e. after the filing of the present
petition. Later on, the trial Court also framed the charges on
7.12.2011 and the trial is going on. Only three witnesses remain to
be examined. The next date before the trial Court is 29.1.2015.

In these circumstances, when the challan has been
presented, the charges have been framed and the trial is to

conclude, it is not deemed proper to quash the FIR in question in
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CRM No. M-7614 of 2011 (O/M) | attest to the a@uracy and

authenticity of tfifs document

view of the authority of a Three-Judges Bench of the Hon'ble

Supreme Court in Manjula Sinha Versus State of U.P. and others,

2007(3) RCR (Criminal) 778,. As such, the present petition stands
dismissed.
However, the trial Court is directed to expedite the trial

and dispose of the same within a maximum period of six months.

(KULDIP SINGH)
JUDGE
15.1.2015
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