105 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRR No0.1864 of 2016 (O&M)
Date of Decision: May 18, 2016

Smt. Kaushal Devi and another .... Petitioners
VS.

Indraksh .... Respondent
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH

Present: Mr. Aman Vashisht, Advocate for the petitioners.

1.Whether Reporters of Local Newspapers may be allowed to see the
Jjudgment?

2. To be referred to the Reporters or not?

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

Kuldip Singh J.(Oral)

CRM-16263-2016

There is delay of 98 days in filing the present revision petition.

For the reasons mentioned in the application, delay of 98 days
in filing the present revision petition is condoned, subject to all just
exception.

Application stands disposed of.
Main Case

Petitioners have impugned the order dated 10.11.2015 passed
by learned Judicial Magistrate 1°' Class, Jagadhri, vide which in a complaint
filed under Sections 406, 420, 506 and 120-B IPC, the present petitioners
have been summoned.

The petitioners are relegated to avail the remedy of revision
before the Sessions Court first. If such revision is filed, the Sessions court
shall dispose of the same expeditiously.

Accordingly, the present petition stands disposed of.

(KULDIP SINGH)
May 18, 2016 JUDGE
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