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247 IN THE PUNJAB AND HARYANA HIGH COURT
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-34482-2014 (O&M)
Decided on: 12.02.2026

Harinder Kaur Chahal .... Petitioner
versus

Sukhdev Singh .... Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VINOD S. BHARDWAJ
Present: None for the petitioner.
Mr. M.L.Saggar, Sr. Advocate with

Mr. Omesh Garg, Advocate
for the respondent.

Aok

Vinod S. Bhardwaj, J. (Oral)

CRM-6954 and 6985-2016 and
CRM-13273-2018

It is pertinent to mention here that the application(s) has/have
already been allowed vide order dated 05.07.2022.

CRM-M-34482-2014

Present petition has been filed under Section 482 Cr.PC for
quashing of complaint No.116 dated 12.06.2012 (Annexure P-5) under Section
500 IPC titled as “Sukhdev Singh vs. Harinder Kaur etc.” pending in the Court
of JMIC, Ludhiana and all consequential proceedings including the
summoning order dated 17.05.2013 (Annexure P-7) as well as the order dated
21.08.2014 passed by the Additional Sessions Judge, Ludhiana (Annexure
P-9).
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2. Matter came up for hearing on 07.10.2014 when interim order
staying further proceedings before the trial Court was passed.

3. On 02.04.2024, Mr. Ankit Joshi, Advocate had entered
appearance on behalf of petitioner. Thereafter, matter was taken up for hearing
on three dates, however, learned counsel for the petitioner chose not to appear.
Noticing the continued absence, this Court vide order dated 27.11.2025
vacated the interim order dated 07.10.2014 passed by this Court.

4, The matter was listed for hearing today, however, there is no
representation on behalf of the petitioner today as well. Learned Senior
counsel for the respondent informs the Court that the petitioner has already
been declared a proclaimed person vide order dated 31.01.2026 in the above-
said case by the Judicial Magistrate, Ist Class, Ludhiana.

4, The matter pertains to the year 2014 and sufficient opportunities
have already been granted to the petitioner to argue the matter. Noticing his
continued absence without any satisfactory reasons and the fact that petitioner
has been declared a proclaimed person by the trial Court, it seems that the

petitioner is not interested in pursuing the matter.

5. Accordingly, the present petition stands dismissed at this stage.
12.02.2026 (VINOD S. BHARDWA)
sonia JUDGE
Whether speaking/reasoned? Yes/No
Whether reportable? Yes/No
SONIA BURA
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