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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+  CRL.M.C. 9558/2024 & CRL.M.A. 36705/2024 

SUSHMITA SINGH  .....Petitioner 

Through: Mr. Pradeep Kumar Arya, 
Mr. Aditya Kumar Yadav, 
Mr. Priyanshu Malic, Mr. 
Gaurav Chaudhary, Mr. 
Arpit Bamal, Mr. Rishabh 
Malhotra, Mr. Rishabh, 
Advs.  

versus 

CENTRAL BEREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
.....Respondent 

Through: Mr. Ripu Daman 
Bhardwaj, SPP. 

CORAM:

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMIT MAHAJAN

O R D E R

%  06.12.2024 

CRL.M.A. 36706/2024 (exemption)

1. Exemption allowed, subject to all just exceptions. 

2. The application stands disposed of.  

CRL.M.C. 9558/2024 & CRL.M.A. 36705/2024  

3. The petitioner seeks quashing of the FIR No. 

RC0032020A0021, dated 30.07.2020 for offences under Section  

120B/ read with Section 420/468/471 of the Indian Penal Code, 

1880 registered at Police Station CBI ACB, Delhi and all 

consequential proceedings.  

4. The FIR was registered alleging that the petitioner had 

taken employment on the basis of forged documents. 

5. The learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the 

frivolous FIR was registered at the instance of some interested 
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persons. He submits that the CBI had though investigated but has 

not taken note of various documents which are sought to be 

placed by the petitioner on record. He submits that incomplete 

chargesheet has been filed without obtaining the relevant 

documents.   

6. The chargesheet in the present case was filed way back on 

16.02.2021 and the supplementary chargesheet was also filed 

way back on 20.03.2023.  It is informed that the matter is now 

listed for arguments on charge in the month of January, 2025. 

7. Concededly, the learned Trial Court is competent to hear 

all arguments on merits.  If the petitioner is of the opinion that 

certain part of the investigation has been left out, an appropriate 

application can always be filed by the petitioner before the 

learned Trial Court.  

8. Considering the above, the learned counsel for the 

petitioner seeks liberty to withdraw the present petition and file 

an appropriate application before the learned Trial Court and take 

all arguments before the learned Trial Court at an appropriate 

stage.  

9. The petition is dismissed as withdrawn with the aforesaid 

liberty.  

10. It is made clear that this Court has not made any 

observation on the merits of the case and the learned Trial Court 

shall proceed further on its own merits without being influenced 

by either the present order or the filing of the present petition by 

the petitioner.  

11. Pending application also stands disposed of.  

AMIT MAHAJAN, J

DECEMBER 6, 2024 
“SK”
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