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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH
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COCP No.965 of 2015
Date of Decision: 29.04.2015
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Anil Kumar Singla
. .Petitioner
Versus
Parmod Ban, IPS
.. .. Respondent
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CORAM: HON’BLE MR.JUSTICE RAKESH KUMAR JAIN
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Present: = Mr.Vinod Gupta, Advocate,
for the petitioner.
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RAKESH KUMAR JAIN, J. (ORAL)

This petition is filed for the disobedience of the order
dated 1.8.2014 by which Crl. Misc. No.M-25858 of 2014 filed by the
petitioner was disposed of with a direction to respondent
No.3/Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana, to look into the matter and
decide the representation (Annexure P-5), attached with the petition,
within a period of three months from the date of receipt of certified
copy of the order. The respondent has informed the petitioner’s
counsel through letter dated 31.1.2015, who had served upon a
contempt notice for disobedience of the order dated 1.8.2014, that
the investigation has been carried out by the Additional
Commissioner of Police, Gill, Ludhiana, who has mentioned in his
report that one FIR No.62 dated 9.7.2013 under Sections

447/511/506/427/379/148/149 of the IPC was registered in the
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Police Station Habowal, Ludhiana against Ramanpreet Singh son of
Gurdarshan Singh son of Tirath Singh resident of 11-SF, Rishi
Nagar, Ludhiana and others. The said matter was investigated and
untraced report under Section 173 of the Cr.P.C. was prepared thus,
it is submitted that the order passed by this Court has been duly
complied with.

Learned counsel for the petitioner has disputed the
information supplied by the respondent and has argued that the
complaint made by the petitioner was altogether different as it was
pertaining to forgery.

[ have heard learned counsel for the petitioner and after
going through the available record, am of the considered opinion
that the respondent has passed the order, which is not to the liking
of the petitioner, who may, if so advised, challenge that order in
accordance with law.

Dismissed as withdrawn.

Liberty granted.

(RAKESH KUMAR JAIN)

29.04.2015 JUDGE
ViveR,
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