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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-55199-2023
Date of Decision: 14.08.2024
Sh. Nitin Kumar and another ... Petitioners
versus

State of UT Chandigarh and others .... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJESH BHARDWAJ

Present: Ms. Naveender P.K. Singh, Advocate
for the petitioners.

Ms. Vasundhara Dalal, Addl., UT Chandigarh.

Mr. Kamaldeep Singh Sidhu, Advocate
for respondent No.3.

RAJESH BHARDWAJ J.

1. Present petition has been filed under Section 482 Cr.P.C.
praying for quashing and setting aside the Summons dated 18.10.2023
bearing No.D-501/SDPO/North/East, U.T., Chandigarh and Summon
bearing No.D-502/SDPO/North/East, U.T. Chandigarh dated 18.10.2023,
issued to the petitioners, by the Office of the Sub Divisional Police,
North-East U.T. Chandigarh in reference to complaint dated 11.10.2023
vide ICMS/2023/026440, being beyond jurisdiction of U.T. Police as the
arrayed petitioners are residents of New Delhi and Saharanpur, U.P. and
the petitioner No.l1 is holding the office of Director, in Pinacle Kisan
Products Ltd., a company with its Registered office also in Saharanpur,

U.P. and as such being contrary to Section 160 Cr.P.C. and the ratio of law
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as laid down by the Hon’ble Delhi High Court in case of ‘Ravinder
Singh V. State and another W.P. (Crl.) No0.971/2010°.

2. The Court issued notice in the present case on 03.11.2023.
However, during the pendency of the present petition, FIR bearing FIR
No.30, dated 18.04.2024, under Sections 420, 467, 468, 120-B of IPC,
registered at Police Station IT Park, District Chandigarh has been
registered against the petitioners and the same is under investigation.

3. This Court has already dismissed the quashing petition filed
by the petitioners vide order dated 14.08.2024 passed in CRM-M-39029-
2024.

4, Thus, in view of the attending facts and circumstances, the
present petition is disposed of as infructuous. However, the petitioners
would be at liberty to pursue their alternative remedies as available to

them in accordance with law.

(RAJESH BHARDWA)
JUDGE
14.08.2024
rittu

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