
(Revised)      
ITEM NO.19               COURT NO.16               SECTION II-B

               S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
                       RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

PETITION(S) FOR SPECIAL LEAVE TO APPEAL (CRL.)  NO(S).  8250/2026

[ARISING OUT OF IMPUGNED FINAL JUDGMENT AND ORDER DATED 11-03-2026
IN CRMM NO. 13209/2026 PASSED BY THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH]

RAMESH SHARMA & ANR.                               PETITIONER(S)

                                VERSUS

STATE OF PUNJAB & ANR.                             RESPONDENT(S)

(IA No. 137722/2026 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING C/C OF THE IMPUGNED
JUDGMENT
IA No. 137723/2026 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T.)
 
Date : 13-05-2026 This matter was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :  HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE UJJAL BHUYAN
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE NONGMEIKAPAM KOTISWAR SINGH

For Petitioner(s): Mr. Chritarth Palli , AOR
                   
For Respondent(s): Mr. Vikas Mishra, Adv.
                   Mr. Nagarkatti Kartik Uday, AOR
                   Mr. Umang K. Khosla, Adv.
                   Ms. Shreyasi Khosla, Adv.                   
                   

          UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                             O R D E R

1. We have heard learned counsel for the petitioners.

2. Applications  seeking  exemption  from  filing  the

certified copy of the impugned judgment and official

translation are allowed.

3. The  petitioners  are  the  in-laws  of  the

complainant-respondent No.2. We find that the lodging

of the FIR has the genesis in the matrimonial dispute

between son of the petitioners and the complainant.
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4. In the present proceedings, today Mr. Nagarkatti

Kartik Uday has appeared on behalf of the complainant-

respondent No.1 on caveat.

5. Learned counsel for the petitioners submits that

an  endeavour  may  be  made  for  resolution  of  the

matrimonial dispute between the parties.

6. On a query by the Court, learned counsel for the

complainant-respondent No.2 submits that a divorce case

has  been  lodged  by  the  son  of  the  petitioners  in

Kolkata in respect of which the complainant has filed a

transfer  petition  before  this  Court  bearing  T.P.(C)

No.361/2026 titled as “Ritika Gohri versus Siddharth

Sharma”.  In  the  circumstances,  we  issue  notice

returnable on 06.08.2026.

7. Tag this matter along with T.P.(C) No.361/2026.

8. In the meantime, there shall be stay of further

proceedings in FIR No.22 dated 16.06.2025 registered at

Women Police Station, Patiala, Punjab.

(ABHINAV KUMAR)                                 (AVGV RAMU)
COURT MASTER (SH)                             COURT MASTER (NSH)
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Kartik Uday has appeared on behalf of the complainant-

respondent No.1 on caveat.

5. Learned counsel for the petitioners submits that

an  endeavour  may  be  made  for  resolution  of  the

matrimonial dispute between the parties.

6. On a query by the Court, learned counsel for the

complainant-respondent No.2 submits that a divorce case

has  been  lodged  by  the  son  of  the  petitioners  in

Kolkata in respect of which the complainant has filed a

transfer  petition  before  this  Court  bearing  T.P.(C)

No.361/2026 titled as “Ritika Gohri versus Siddharth

Sharma”.

7. Tag this matter along with T.P.(C) No.361/2026.

8. List on 06.08.2026.

(ABHINAV KUMAR)                                 (AVGV RAMU)
COURT MASTER (SH)                             COURT MASTER (NSH)
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