
IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA

(235-2) 

GAJENDER

  

PARTAP

CORAM: 
 

Present:- 
 
 
 

HARPREET SINGH BRAR

1.  

11.07.2012 passed by 

whereby judgment dated 13.02.2012 passed by learned Judicial Magistrate 

Ist Class, Faridabad has been upheld and respondent has been acquitted.

2.  

of hearing no one had put in appearance on behalf of the applicant.

3.   

sentation on behalf of the applicant today as well. It appears that neither the 

applicant nor his counsel is interes

4.  

present leave to appeal stands dismissed for want of prosecution accor

ingly. 

 

 
  

17.03.2025
mahima 

 

 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

      

GAJENDER     

    

Versus
 

 

PARTAP      

CORAM:  HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARPREET SINGH BRAR

 None for the appellant-applicant

None for the respondent.  

***** 

HARPREET SINGH BRAR, J. (Oral) 

This application has been preferred against the judgment dated 

11.07.2012 passed by learned Additional Sessions Judge, Faridabad, 

whereby judgment dated 13.02.2012 passed by learned Judicial Magistrate 

Ist Class, Faridabad has been upheld and respondent has been acquitted.

Present petition is pending since year 2014  and on the last 

of hearing no one had put in appearance on behalf of the applicant.

 Despite, the case having been called twice, there is no repr

sentation on behalf of the applicant today as well. It appears that neither the 

licant nor his counsel is interested in pursuing the present application. 

Under these circumstances, having left with no other option, the 

present leave to appeal stands dismissed for want of prosecution accor

        (HARPREET SINGH BRAR

17.03.2025  

Whether speaking/reasoned 
Whether reportable   

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA 
CHANDIGARH 

 CRM-A-1554-MA-2014 
Date of Decision: 17.03.2025

      
...Appellant/Applicant

Versus 

  ...Respondent 

HARPREET SINGH BRAR 

applicant.  

 

This application has been preferred against the judgment dated 

learned Additional Sessions Judge, Faridabad, 

whereby judgment dated 13.02.2012 passed by learned Judicial Magistrate 

Ist Class, Faridabad has been upheld and respondent has been acquitted. 

Present petition is pending since year 2014  and on the last date 

of hearing no one had put in appearance on behalf of the applicant. 

Despite, the case having been called twice, there is no repr

sentation on behalf of the applicant today as well. It appears that neither the 

ted in pursuing the present application. 

Under these circumstances, having left with no other option, the 

present leave to appeal stands dismissed for want of prosecution accor

(HARPREET SINGH BRAR) 
      JUDGE 

  Yes/No 
  Yes/No 

 

 

17.03.2025 

 
/Applicant 

 
 

This application has been preferred against the judgment dated 

learned Additional Sessions Judge, Faridabad, 

whereby judgment dated 13.02.2012 passed by learned Judicial Magistrate 

date 

Despite, the case having been called twice, there is no repre-

sentation on behalf of the applicant today as well. It appears that neither the 

ted in pursuing the present application.   

Under these circumstances, having left with no other option, the 

present leave to appeal stands dismissed for want of prosecution accord-
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	I attest to the accuracy and authenticity of this order/judgment.




