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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-33820- 2021
Date of Decision: 22.02.2022

Sham Murari alias Kdw . Petitioner
Vs.
State of Punjab and another ....Respondents

CORAM : HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE AMOL RATTAN SINGH
Present: = Mr.R.S.Bajaj, Advocate

for the petitioner.

Mr. M.S.Nagra, AAG, Punjab.

AMOL RATTAN SINGH, J. (Oral)

Case heard via video conference.
On 07.02.2022, the following order had been passed by this
court:-

“Case heard via video conferencing.
By this petition, the petitioner seeks quashing of FIR
No.66, dated 20.05.2021, registered at Police Station Bhargo
Camp, District Jalandhar, alleging therein the commission of
offences punishable under the provisions of Sections 307, 341,
323, 324, 148 and 149 of the IPC, as also all other subsequent
proceedings arising therefrom, on the basis of a compromise
(Annexure P-2), arrived at between the petitioners and respondent
no.2.
On August 20, 2021 the following order haf been
passed by this Court:-
“Learned  counsel requests for an
adjournment to argue on the issue of maintainability of

instant petition for quashing of FIR of amongst sections,
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under Section 307 IPC. Adjourned to 28.09.2021.”

Thereafter, learned counsel for the petitioner had
sought an adjournment on 03 dates in succession.

Today again a request for an adjournment has been
made through video conference, on the ground that he is suffering
from fever.

Adjourned to 22.02.2022.

It is made clear that if counsel for the petitioner or
counsel nominated by him does not appear to argue the matter, it
would be still taken up and decided as regards whether even the
petition should be entertained or not, in view of the aforesaid order
passed, and keeping in view the ratio of the judgements of the
Supreme Court in Narinder Singh and others vs. State of
Punjab and others 2014 (2) R.C.R. (Criminal) 482 and State of
Madhya Pradesh vs. Laxmi Narayan and others, 2019 (2) RCR
(Crl.) 255.”

Today, learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the
petitioner no longer wishes to pursue this petition.

Dismissed as having been withdrawn.

February 22, 2022 (AMOL RATTAN SINGH)
dharamvir JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned  : YES
Whether Reportable : NO
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