202 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-39777-2021
Date of Decision: 21.12.2021

Gurmeet Kaur and another
...... Petitioners

Vs.
Harsimran Singh
......... Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMOL RATTAN SINGH

Present: Mr. Tarun Sharma, Advocate,
for the petitioners.
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AMOL RATTAN SINGH, J. (ORAL)

On 28.09.2021, the following order had been passed by this
court:-

“CRM-32193 of 2021

Pursuant to an order earlier passed by this
court, the applicants-petitioners seek to place on record
interim orders passed by the trial court between
21.4.2017 and 28.9.2017.

No notice having been issued in the
accompanying petition, none is required to be issued in
this application.

Consequently, the application is allowed
subject to all just exceptions and copies of the aforesaid
orders are ordered to be taken on record as Annexures
P-7 to P-13 with the accompanying petition.

CRM-M-39777 of 2021

By this petition, the petitioners seek
quashing of the summoning order dated 8.9.2016
(Annexure P-3), passed in Criminal Complaint no.247
of 2014, titled as Harsimran Singh vs. Jasmail Singh

etc., filed alleging therein the commission of offences
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punishable under Sections 324/323/506/34 of the IPC;
as also the order dated 17.8.2021 (Annexure P-6)
passed in Criminal Revision no.5 of 2018 (RBT-
50/8.5.2018), titled as Harsimran Singh vs. Jasmail
Singh, accepting the revision against the order of
dismissal of the complaint, dated 16.11.2017
(Annexurer P-4).

They further seek a stay on the operation of
the impugned orders (Annexures P-3 and P-6), during
the pendency of the present petition.

In view of the fact that it is seen that at
least on 5 occasions prior to the order passed by the
trial court on 16.11.2017 dismissing the complaint,
despite opportunity no pre-charge evidence had been
led by the complainant, let notice of motion be issued,
returnable on 21.12.2021.

In the meanwhile, the trial court is directed
to adjourn the matter to a date beyond that given by this

court.”

Today, learned counsel for the petitioners, at the outset, submits
that as the matter has been settled between the parties, the petitioners do not
wish to pursue this petition.

Dismissed as withdrawn.

December 21, 2021 (AMOL RATTAN SINGH)
nitin JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned Yes

Whether Reportable No.
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