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127 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM No. M-19220 of 2016 (O/M)
Date of decision : May 28, 2016
Rakesh Kymar ... Petitioner
Versus
State of Punjab and another @~ ... Respondents
CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH
Present:- Mr. Manbir Singh Batth, Advocate for the petitioner.

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

2. To be referred to the Reporter or not.

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

KULDIP SINGH J. (ORAL)

Petitioner seeks quashing of Calendra dated 06.11.2015 under
Section 66 of the Police Act and also seeks quashing of order dated
30.01.2016 passed by learned Sub Divisional Judicial Magistrate, Abohar,
vide which the petitioner was charged under Section 66 of the Police Act.

The allegations are that present petitioner had filed complaint
before the police, which after investigation was found to be false.

Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that he had filed
criminal complaint. No cancellation report has been presented in the
complaint filed by the petitioner. Calendra is nothing but misuse of process
of court.

[ am of the view that in the complaint allegations have been
levelled. On inquiry, the same are found to be false. The learned Magistrate
found a prima facie case to charge-sheet the petitioner. Thus, there is no
ground to quash the calendra and the charge sheet.

Accordingly, the present petition stands dismissed.

(KULDIP SINGH)
May 28, 2016 JUDGE
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