[112] IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP No.445 of 2020
Date of Decision :19.05.2022
Amritpal Singh s/o Gurpreet Singh ... Petitioner
Versus

Sh. Arun Singh, Superintendent of Police,
Sirsa and another ....Respondent

Coram : Hon’ble Mr. Justice B.S. Walia

Present :  None for the petitioner.
Mr. Pawan Kumar Longia, DAG, Haryana.

Ak

B.S. Walia, J. (Oral)

[1] Prayer in the petition is for initiation of proceedings against the
respondents for intentional and willful defiance of order, Annexure P-1,

dated 27.07.2018, in CRM-M No0.8798 of 2018 in case titled as ‘Amvritpal

SinghversusState of Haryana and others’.

[2] A perusal of order (Annexure P-1), reveals that CRM-M
No0.8798 of 2018, was disposed of with a direction to respondent No.2 to
expedite the investigation and complete the same preferably within six
months.

[3] Learned DAG, Haryana, refers to paragraph No.2 of the reply
to contend that investigation in FIR No.276 dated 22.10.2017 registered
under Sections 147/148/149/285/341/307/427 and 506 IPC and Arms Act
at Police Station City Dabwali stands completed and challan / final report
under Section 173 Cr.P.C. was prepared on 12.01.2020 and filed in the
Court of the Area Magistrate, Dabwali on 16.03.2020, besides
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by initiating regular departmental inquiry against the concerned officials
for delay in completing investigation. Copy of the reply is stated to have
been furnished to learned counsel for the petitioner.
[4] However, none is present on behalf of the petitioner, nor has
any request for adjournment or pass over been made. Same was the
position on 16.05.2020, therefore the matter was adjourned to today and
ordered to be shown in the list of urgent cases.
[5] In view of the position noted above, it is apparent that the
petitioner is not interested in pursuing the instant petition. Instant
petition is accordingly disposed of as not calling for any action against
the respondents under the Contempt of Courts Act, 1971.
[6] Rule discharged.

(B.S. Walia)

Judge
19.05.2022
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