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AT CHANDIGARH
147 CRM-M-29107-2026
Date of decision: 21%* May, 2026
Vijay Pal
...Petitioner
Versus

State of Haryana and others

...Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE MANISHA BATRA

Present: Mr. Amit Khari, Advocate for the petitioner.
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MANISHA BATRA, J (ORAL):-

Prayer in this petition has been made for quashing of order dated
23.04.2026 passed by the learned Additional Sessions Judge, Fast Track Court,
Faridabad in case arising out of FIR No. 413 dated 06.06.2022 registered
under Sections 147, 149, 323 and 506 of IPC at Police Station Sector 58,
District Faridabad, whereby the application filed by the petitioner for
preponing the hearing of the case had been dismissed.
2. On a perusal of the impugned order, it is revealed that the
petitioner, who is the complainant in the case pending before the trial Court,
had made a request for preponing the hearing of the case on the ground that
the cross-case bearing FIR No. 188 dated 04.01.2023 was pending before the
Court of learned Sessions Judge, Faridabad on 22.05.2026 and by submitting

that the present case pending before the concerned Court was to be decided
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along with the same. Learned trial Court declined this prayr b observing
that the case pending before the Sessions Court was at the stage of defence
evidence, whereas the instant case was at the stage of producing evidence by
the prosecution only.

3. It is also mentioned that the FIR of both these cases have been
lodged after a considerable gap of time and the petitioner could not claim as a
matter of right that both the cases pending before different courts were to be
decided together. There is also no material on record to show that they are
cross cases. As such, this Court finds no reason to interfere with the order of
learned Additional Sessions Judge, Faridabad which is even otherwise an

interlocutory order. Accordingly, the petition is dismissed.

4. Since the main petition has already been disposed of, pending

application, if any, is rendered infructuous.

[MANISHA BATRA]
JUDGE
21% May, 2026
Parveen Sharma
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