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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH
CRM-M-11982 of 2015(0&M)

Date of Decision: 24.05.2018

Madhu
...... Petitioner
Versus

State of Haryana and another
...... Respondents

CORAM:- HON'BLE MRS.JUSTICE LISA GILL
Present: None for the petitioner.
Mr. Ashok S. Chaudhary, Addl.AG., Haryana.

Mr. Ashwani Bakshi, Advocate
for respondents no.2 and 3.

seskkoksk

LISA GILL, J(Oral).

CRM-32148 of 2017.

Annexures A-1 to A-3, are taken on record subject to just
exceptions. Exemption in filing certified copies thereof, is granted.
Application is disposed of.

CRM-M-11982 of 2015

This petition has been filed under Section 482 Cr.P.C., for
quashing of order dated 03.03.2015 passed by learned Additional Sessions
Judge, Rohtak, whereby revision petitions filed by respondents no.2 and 3
challenging order dated 14.02.2015, passed by learned Judicial Magistrate
Ist Class, Rohtak, have been allowed. Learned Judicial Magistrate Ist Class,
Rohtak, had allowed the application under Section 190 (1) (b) Cr.P.C., filed
by the petitioner and had summoned respondents no.2 and 3. Order dated
14.02.2015, was set aside by the revisional Court. Hence aggrieved, this
petition was filed.

The following order was passed on the last date of hearing:-
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“None had appeared on behalf of the petitioner on the last
date of hearing.

There is no representation on behalf of the petitioner
today as well despite the counsel for the petitioner being
notified of the date fixed.

In the interest of justice, adjourned to 24.05.2018.

The concerned SHO is directed to ensure the presence of

the petitioner before this Court on the next date of hearing.”

Learned counsel for the State, informs on instructions from
SHO Rajinder Singh that SI Raj Kumar duly informed the petitioner of the
date fixed before this Court but she refused to accompany him to Court and
stated that she will be represented by her counsel.

There is no representation on behalf of the petitioner. It appears
that she is no longer interested in pursuing this matter.

Dismissed for non-prosecution.

[LISA GILL]
24.05.2018 Judge

s.khan

Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No.

Whether reportable : Yes/No.
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