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Mr. Rupam Aggarwal, DAG, Punjab.

seskesk

DAYA CHAUDHARY, J.

A written complaint dated 18.06.2015 sent by Shanti Devi was treated
as petition on judicial side.

Notice of motion was issued on 29.06.2015.

In response thereto, reply by way of an affidavit of Deputy
Superintendent of Police, Sub Division Guru Har Sahai, District Ferozepur has
been filed which is already on record.

Learned State counsel, on the basis of reply, submits that the son of
the petitioner was arrested in case FIR No.64 dated 15.04.2011 registered under
Sections 420, 467, 468, 471 IPC and 25/54/59 of Arms Act at Police Station City
Mansa, District Mansa. He also submits that challan has been presented against
him and now after framing of charge, he is facing trial.

Learned State counsel, on instructions from ASI Harnek Singh,
submits that total three cases are pending against son of the petitioner and at
present, he is on bail.

In view of the submissions made by learned State counsel and the
stand taken in the reply, there is no merit in the present petition and the same being

devoid of any merit is hereby dismissed.

(DAYA CHAUDHARY)
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