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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

Criminal Misc. No. M-44038 of 2015
Date of Decision:-18.02.2016

Shikha Sharma ..Petitioner
Versus

State of Haryana and another ..Respondents

CORAM:- HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARI PAL VERMA

1.  Whether reporters of local newspapers may be allowed to see
judgment?

2. To be referred to reporters or not?

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

Present:- DR. Anmol Rattan Sidhu, Senior Advocate
with Mr. Pratham Sethi, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Manish Bansal, DAG, Haryana.

*khhk

HARI PAL VERMA ].(Oral)

Prayer made in the present petition filed under Section
482 Cr.P.C. is for quashing of FIR No.0055 dated 06.10.2015 qua the
petitioner, for offence under Sections 120-B, 406, 409, 420, 465, 467,

468, 471, 413 and 474 IPC and all other consequential proceedings

arising therefrom.

On 24.12.2015, this Court while issuing notice of motion

for today, has passed the following order:-

“Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that
the petitioner is M.D. and C.E.O. of Axis Bank, whereas the

irreqgularity, if any, has been committed by the branch officials at

Panchkula.
Notice of motion for 18.2.2016.”
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In response thereto, reply by way of affidavit of Purnima
Singh HPS, Assistant Commissioner of Police, Panchkula on behalf
of respondent No.1-State of Haryana has filed.

Learned counsel for the State, on instructions from ASI-
Partap Singh, while referring para No.4 of the said reply states that
the present petition is premature and liable to be dismissed on the
ground that investigation in the case has not yet been completed.
Even till date, the petitioner has not been called to join investigation
or to give specimen handwriting or signatures.

In view of the reply and submissions made by learned
counsel for the State, learned counsel for the petitioner does not
press the present petition at this stage being premature, however,
seeks liberty that in case the petitioner is required to be associated
with the investigation, she be served with a notice under Section
160 Cr.P.C.

Dissmissed as premature with liberty as aforesaid.

18.02.2016 ( HARI PAL VERMA)
Anjal JUDGE



