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   Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.) No. 4086/2000

       (From the judgement and order dated 28/09/2000 in CRLM.
        27475-M/2000    of The HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT
        CHANDIGARH)

  ANAND SINGH DANGI                                         Petitioner (s)

                              VERSUS

  STATE OF HARYANA & ORS.                                   Respondent (s)

( With Office Report )

  Date : 16/04/2001 This  Petition  was  called on for hearing today.

  CORAM :
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE M.B. SHAH
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE S.N. VARIAVA

  For Petitioner (s)
                        Mr.P.P. Rao,Sr.Adv.,
                        Mrs.Amita Lalita,Adv.,
                        Mr. Uday Umesh Lalit,Adv.

  For Respondent (s)
  for R-1               Mr. Mahabir Singh,Adv.
                        Mr.Ajay Pal,Adv.
                        Mr.S.R. Sharma,Adv.

  for R-2 and R-3       Mr.A.K. Srivastava,Sr.Adv.,
                        Mr. S. Srinivasan,Adv.
                        Mr.S.R. Sharma,Adv.

          UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
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                Learned   counsel  for   the   respondent-State
        submits  that at present in all three chargesheets  are
        submitted against the present petitioner.  In this view
        of the matter this petition would not survive.
                However,  learned  counsel for  the  petitioner
        submits   that  instead  of   proceeding  against   the
        petitioner in three different courts, the respondent be
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        directed  to proceed with the said cases before Special
        Judge  in  any  one  district.  In our  view,  no  such
        direction  can  be  given  in  the  present   petition.
        However,  it  is  open to the petitioner  to  move  the



        appropriate  court  for such relief.  Meantime,  for  a
        period  of  four  weeks,  it   is  directed  that   the
        respondents  would  not seek any police custody of  the
        petitioner for the offences alleged in the three FIRs.
                The SLP stands disposed of accordingly.
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        (Vijay Kumar Sharma)                  (R.K. Kumar)
         Court Master                         Court Master


