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SUKHRAJ @ SUKHRAM AND ORS.
..PETITIONERS
VERSUS
STATE OF HARYANA AND ORS.
..RESPONDENTS

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE VIVEK PURI

Present: None for the petitioner.

Mr. Sulinder Kumar, AAG, Haryana.

Ms. Sidhi Bansal, Advocate for
Mr. Ankit Bishnoi, Advocate
for respondent Nos.2 and 3.

Hkskskook

VIVEK PURIL,J. (ORAL)

None had appeared on behalf of the petitioner. It has been stated by
the learned counsel for the complainant that the compromise has been failed.
Even, the report has been received from the learned Judicial
Magistrate 1* Class, Ellanabad that no compromise has been effected between the
parties and furthermore the accused has not appeared for making the statement.
Even today, none has appeared on behalf of the petitioner.

In view of the above position, the petition is dismissed for want of

prosecution.
10.02.2020 (VIVEK PURI)
renubala JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned:  Yes/No
Whether reportable: Yes/No
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