RENU

S. No.262 2024:PHHC:005453
IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH
kkkk
CRM-M-54972 of 2019 (O&M)
Date of Decision:16.01.2024

Mahant Satnam Singh ... Petitioner
Vs.
State of Punjab and others ... Respondents

CORAM:- HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE DEEPAK GUPTA
Present:-  None for the petitioner.

Mr. Mohit Thakur, AAG, Punjab.

Dr. Anmol Rattan Sidhu, Senior Advocate with

Mr. Kanishk Sarup, Advocate for respondents No.4
to 10.
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DEEPAK GUPTA, J. (Oral)

There is no representation on behalf of the petitioner. It is informed
by learned counsel for respondents No.4 to 10 that respondent No.8 — Charan
Singh has since expired. Even on the last date of hearing, nobody had put in
appearance on behalf of the petitioner.

Apart from above, it is pointed out by learned State Counsel that
representation of the petitioner was considered, the matter was inquired and it
was found that the allegations levelled were false.

A short reply by way of affidavit of Shri Barjinder Singh, PPS,
Deputy Superintendent of Police (City), Moga, District Moga has already been
filed in this regard.

In view of the reply filed by respondent- State and the statement
made by learned State Counsel, the present petition is disposed of for want of

prosecution. At the same time, liberty is granted to the petitioner to avail the other
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remedies available to him in accordance with law, if he is not satisfied with the

police report.

January 16, 2024 ( DEEPAK GUPTA)
renu JUDGE
Whether Speaking/reasoned  Yes/No
Whether Reportable Yes/No
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