255 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-10416-2021
DECIDED ON:7" SEPTEMBER, 2022
SUSHIL AND OTHERS
..... PETITIONERS

VERSUS

STATE OF HARYANA AND ANOTHER
..... RESPONDENTS
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SANDEEP MOUDGIL.
Present: None for the petitioners.
Mr. Chetan Sharma, AAG, Haryana.

skskok

SANDEEP MOUDGIL, J (ORAL)

There is no representation on behalf of the petitioners. So was the
position on the last date of hearing i.e. 12.05.2022.

Learned State counsel refers to para 2 of the short reply dated
25.08.2021 of Mr. Sunil Kumar, HPS, Deputy Superintendent of Police,
Kalayat, which reads as under:

“2. That it is most respectfully submitted that the present

petition has been become infructuous as the petitioners have been

acquitted in the above FIR by the Court of Judicial Magistrate

First Class, Kaithal vide order of 24.03.2021 in case no. CHI-

1305-2021 titled as State versus Bittu etc. on the basis of

compromise. As the private witnesses Pws no. 1 to 3 i.e. Roshan

Lal, Dharampal and Suman were turned hostile and refused to

identify the accused.
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In view of above, the present petition has been rendered

infructuous and is disposed of as such.

(SANDEEP MOUDGIL)
7" SEPTEMBER, 2022 JUDGE
sham

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