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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH
k%
CRM-M-9086-2022
Decided on: 14.10.2022
Parshotam Das Kaushish ... Petitioner
Versus
State of Haryana and others ... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JASGURPREET SINGH PURI
Present: None for the petitioner.

Mr. Ranvir Singh Arya, Addl. A.G., Haryana.

*kk

JASGURPREET SINGH PURI, J. (ORAL)

The present petition has been filed under Section 439(2) read with
Section 482 of the Code of Criminal Procedure for seeking cancellation of
anticipatory bail granted to accused/private respondents vide common order
dated 05.10.2021 passed by the Court of Additional Sessions Judge, Yamuna
Nagar at Jagadhri (Annexure P-1) in FIR No.0781 dated 21.09.2021, under
Sections 379/120-B IPC, registered at Police Station City Yamuna Nagar.
When this matter came up for hearing on 04.03.2022 before a Co-
ordinate Bench of this Court, the learned counsel for the petitioner had
submitted that the petitioner does not intend to press this petition on merits but
since it was a dispute between father and daughter, there might be chances of
an amicable settlement between the parties, and therefore, the prayer was made
for summoning respondent No.4 for exploring the chances of amicable
settlement, and therefore, notice of motion was issued only for this purpose by
this Court. Thereafter, the petitioner did not deposit the process fee gua
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respondent No.4 and this Court on 17.08.2022 noted that the Registry has
reported that notice to respondent No.4 could not be issued for want of process
fee and on the request of learned counsel for the petitioner one more
opportunity was granted for deposit of process fee and it was directed that let
fresh notice be issued to respondent No.4 on filing of process fee within a
period of one week.

The Registry has now again reported that notice to respondent
No.4 could not be issued for want of process fee.

Today, nobody has caused appearance on behalf of the petitioner
and learned counsel for the petitioner has failed to file process fee twice.

In view of the aforesaid position, the present petition is dismissed

for non-prosecution.

14.10.2022 (JASGURPREET SINGH PURI)
Bhumika JUDGE
1. Whether speaking/reasoned: Yes/No

2. Whether reportable: Yes/No

BHUMIKA BHATI
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