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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M No0.16685 of 2015
Date of Decision: 20.05.2015

MANOJ KUMAR
...... Petitioner
Vs

STATE OF HARYANA & ORS.
..... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJ MOHAN SINGH

Present: Mr. Yash Dev Kaushik, Advocate
for the petitioner.

*kk*

1. Whether Reporters of local papers may be allowed to see the
judgment ?

2. To be referred to the Reporters or not ?

3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest?

RAJ MOHAN SINGH, J. (Oral)

Learned counsel for the petitioner states that in an accident
between Dumper and car he was seriously injured. FIR No.506
dated 12.12.2014 under Sections 279/337/427 |IPC was lodged
against some unknown persons and unknown vehicle.

Petitioner's car was badly damaged and he was also
seriously injured. His mobile phone was also lost in the said
accident. Thereafter Police put the mobile phone on surveillance
track and ultimately one Rashid resident of village Dhauj was found
to be having possession of the said mobile phone. Rashid disclosed
registered owner of defaulting vehicle and number of vehicle.

The petitioner is alleged to have conveyed the same to the
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Police and thereafter even filed representations in the context
thereof. However till date no action has been taken.

Notice of motion.

On the asking of Court, Mr. Ripu Daman, A.A.G., Haryana.,
accepts notice on behalf of official respondents. Let requisite copies
of petition be supplied to him by learned counsel for the petitioner
during the course of the day.

In view of nature of order which this Court proposes to pass
there is no necessity of filing reply at this stage.

Without commenting upon anything on merits, respondent
No.2 is directed to have a fair look on the grievance of the petitioner
and in order to ascertain truth he can evolve his own fact-finding
mechanism.

In any case respondent No.2 would be obligated to decide
the representation dated 12.03.2015 (Annexure P-2) by passing a
speaking order.

Petition stands disposed of accordingly.

May 20, 2015 (RAJ MOHAN SINGH)
Atik JUDGE
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