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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

CRL.M.C. 401/2017

PREMBEHL L. Petitioner

Through  Mr. Sanjeev Anand and Mr. Akshay
Kapoor, Advs.

Versus

IRISCOMPUTERSLTD .. Respondent
Through  Mr. A.B. Pandey, Adv.

CORAM:

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE A.K. PATHAK
ORDER

% 14.07.2017

Petitioner has assailed the order dated 25" July, 2016 passed by the

learned Metropolitan Magistrate, Delhi, whereby petitioner has been

summoned under Section 138 of the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881.

Petitioner was arrayed as accused no. 4 in the complaint.

Learned counsel for the respondent (complainant) submits that

complaint is not being pressed against the petitioner, who is accused no. 4

before the trial court. Therefore, present petition may be alowed and

impugned order quathe petitioner only may be quashed.

Accordingly, since the complaint is not being pressed against the



petitioner (accused no. 4) the impugned order qua the petitioner (accused no.
4) is set aside.

Petition is disposed of in the above terms.

AK.PATHAK, J.
JULY 14, 2017
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