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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT

CHANDIGARH

CRM No.M-6264 of 2016 (O&M)

Date of Decision: May 01, 2019

Union Territory, Chandigarh
                                                         ...Petitioner

VERSUS

Jagtar Singh Tara

...Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE INDERJIT SINGH

Present: Mr.Gautam Dutt, Addl. Public Prosecutor
for the petitioner-U.T. Chandigarh.

Mr.J.S.Bedi, Senior Advocate with 

Mr.K.S.Sidhu, Advocate
for the respondent.

****

INDERJIT SINGH, J.

Petitioner-U.T. Chandigarh has filed this petition under Section

482  Cr.P.C.  against  respondent  Jagtar  Singh  Tara  for  quashing  of  order

dated 06.01.2016 passed by learned Addl.  Sessions Judge, Chandigarh in

case  RC  No.9(S)/1995/SIU/SIV  dated  01.09.1995,  registered  at  Police

Station  CBI,  New Delhi,  to  the  extent  that  accused-respondent  has  been

allowed to have consultation with his co-accused, separately or jointly, as

the jail authorities may deem proper and further he has been allowed to call

his family members on the mobile phone, which is claimed to be his house

phone,  to have consultations with his family members for the purpose of

preparing defence etc.

Notice  of  motion  was  issued.   Learned  counsel  for  the
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respondents appeared and contested the petition.

I  have  heard  learned  Addl.  Public  Prosecutor  for  U.T.

Chandigarh as well  as  learned counsel  for  the respondent  and have gone

through the record.

At the time of arguments, it has been brought to the notice of

this Court that the trial has already been concluded and the respondent is

stated to have already been convicted in this case.  The proceedings before

learned Addl. Sessions Judge, Chandigarh, therefore, had come to an end.

The impugned order,  as argued,  has been passed only for the purpose of

preparing defence by the accused.  Hence, with the conclusion of the trial,

the relief sought in this petition, has become infructuous.

Therefore,  present  petition  stands  dismissed  as  infructuous.

However, the respondent is at liberty to avail remedies whichever available

to him for making telephonic calls etc., as per law.

May 01, 2019  (INDERJIT SINGH)

Vgulati      JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned Yes

Whether reportable No
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