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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

Date of decision : 07.09.2022

1. CRM-M-635-2015 (O&M)
Parmod Gupta and others .. Petitioners
versus

Satvinder Bir Singh Satara @ ... Respondent

2. CRM-M-21707-2015 (O&M)

Harbhajan Kaur and another ... Petitioners
versus

State of Haryana and another @ ... Respondents

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE PANKAJ JAIN

Present: Mr. Harparteek Singh, Advocate with
Mr. Sahil Mehdiratta, Advocate
for the petitioners in CRM-M-635-2015.

Ms. Tanu Bedi, Advocate
for the petitioners in CRM-M-21707-2015.

Mr. Karan Bhardwaj, Advocate
for the respondent in CRM-M-635-2015 and
for respondent No.2 in CRM-M-21707-2015.

Mr. Ramesh Kumar Ambavta, AAG, Haryana
for respondent No.1 in CRM-M-21707-2015.

eoskeskok

PANKAJ JAIN, J. (ORAL)

These are two petitions challenging summoning order dated
16.09.2014 passed by the Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate,
Faridabad and the initial complaint.
2. Today, Ms. Tanu Bedi, Advocate points out that vide order
dated 18.08.2018, the complaint itself stands dismissed, as no evidence
was led by the complainant. She further submits that owning to the said

fact, both the petitions have been rendered infructuous.
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CRM-M-635-2015 & -2-
CRM-M-21707-2015

3. Dismissed as having been rendered infructuous.
4. Since the main case has been decided, the pending criminal

miscellaneous application, if any, also stands disposed off.

(PANKAJ JAIN)
JUDGE
07.09.2022
Dinesh
Whether speaking/reasoned Yes
Whether Reportable : No
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