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SANTOKH SINGH

STATE OF HARYANA

CORAM:  
 
Present:  
  
 
   
   
 
  

  
 
MANJARI NEHRU KAUL, J. (ORAL)

1.  

to accept the prayer of the petitioner in view of the 

the learned State counsel as well as the learned counsel for the complainant 

that both the material eyewitnesses including the complainant had supported 

the case of the prosecution in its entirety, and had categorically testified t

it was the petitioner, who had fired the fatal gun shots at the chest of the 

deceased, a prayer was made

withdrawal of the instant petition.

2.  

3.  
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MANJARI NEHRU KAUL, J. (ORAL) 

After arguing for some time, when this Court was not inclined 

to accept the prayer of the petitioner in view of the 

the learned State counsel as well as the learned counsel for the complainant 

that both the material eyewitnesses including the complainant had supported 

the case of the prosecution in its entirety, and had categorically testified t

it was the petitioner, who had fired the fatal gun shots at the chest of the 

deceased, a prayer was made by learned counsel for the petitioner

withdrawal of the instant petition. 

Ordered accordingly. 

Dismissed as withdrawn. 

, 2025       
      

Whether speaking/reasoned  
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...Petitioner

...Respondent

HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE MANJARI NEHRU KAUL 

Haryana 
Assisted by PSI Parveen Kumar. 

 

After arguing for some time, when this Court was not inclined 

to accept the prayer of the petitioner in view of the instructions received by 

the learned State counsel as well as the learned counsel for the complainant 

that both the material eyewitnesses including the complainant had supported 

the case of the prosecution in its entirety, and had categorically testified that 

it was the petitioner, who had fired the fatal gun shots at the chest of the 

learned counsel for the petitioner for 

(MANJARI NEHRU KAUL) 
          JUDGE 

:  Yes/No  

:  Yes/No 

 

...Petitioner 

...Respondent 
 

After arguing for some time, when this Court was not inclined 

instructions received by 

the learned State counsel as well as the learned counsel for the complainant 

that both the material eyewitnesses including the complainant had supported 

hat 

it was the petitioner, who had fired the fatal gun shots at the chest of the 

for 
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