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Sukhwinder Kaur
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The State of Punjab and others

......Respondents

CORAM:  HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE NARESH KUMAR SANGHI

Present: Mr.Inderjit Sharma, Advocate

for the applicant/petitioner.

Mr.K.S.Pannu, DAG, Punjab.

........

1. Whether Reporters of local papers may be allowed to see the

judgment ?

2. To be referred to the Reporters or not ?

3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest?

NARESH KUMAR SANGHI, J.(Oral)

CRM-23934-2014

After hearing the learned counsel for the parties and 

going  through  the  material  available  on  record,  order  dated 

17.07.2014, whereby CRM-M-5952-2014 (O&M) was dismissed for 

want of prosecution, is recalled and it is directed that the main 

petition be restored to its original number.

CRM disposed of.
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CRM-M-5952-2014(O&M)

CRM-M-5952-2014

In view of  the order passed in CRM-23934-2014,  the 

present petition is taken on today's Board.

Learned counsel for the State, on instructions from ASI 

Harjinder  Singh,  Police  Station,  Samdhaur,  District  Sangrur, 

submits  that  the  charge-sheet  against  the  husband  of  the 

petitioner,  who  is  a  proclaimed  offender,  has  already  been 

presented before the learned Judge, Special Court.   He further 

submits  that  the petitioner is  also facing trial  separately in the 

Narcotic  Drugs  and  Psychotropic  Substances  Act,  1985,  case. 

However, he submits that at present the petitioner is not required 

by  the  police  of  Police  Station,  Samdhaur,  District  Sangrur, 

except the case pending against her.  He also submits that the 

petitioner  shall  not  be  called  to  the  police  station  without 

exhausting the legal process.

In  view  of  the  above,   learned  counsel  for  the 

petitioner does not press this petition, at this stage.

So ordered.

September  10, 2015                (NARESH KUMAR SANGHI)
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