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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ CRL.M.C. 1342/2013 & Crl.M.A. 4212/2013

NARPALSINGH @ L. Petitioner
Represented by: Mr.K.K.Manan, Sr.Advocate
instructed by Mr.Ankush Narang, Advocate.

VEersus

STATE& ORS. .. Respondents
Represented by: Mr.Akshai Malik, APP for State
Mr.Rajinder Singh, Ms.Nirpreet Kaur, Ms.Ankita
Ahuja, and Mr.Rohitoz Singh, Advs. for R-2

CORAM:

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE PRADEEP NANDRAJOG
ORDER

% 08.09.2016

1. Learned counsel for the petitioner states that since taking cognizance
of the charge-sheet filed the petitioner has been issued a summoning order
because there was no stay of proceedings in the instant petition, the
petitioner seeks leave to withdraw the petition with right reserved to
challenge the summoning order.

2. Needless to state, in the instant petition the challenge is to the FIR.
Challenge to the summoning order would be premised on the basis of the
material before the learned Trial Judge, scope of the petition if at all filed
would be premised on entirely different grounds i.e. there being no material
to take cognizance of the charge-sheet and issue summons.

3. Granting the liberty as prayed for, Crl.M.C. 1342/2013 & Crl.M.A.
4212/2013 are dismissed as not pressed.

PRADEEP NANDRAJOG, J.
SEPTEMBER 08, 2016 //dkb



