IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
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Vikram Singh Nehra

...Petitioner(s)
Versus

State of Haryana & others
...Respondent(s)

CORAM:- HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARI PAL VERMA

Present:-  Mr. Ravinder Malik, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Manish Bansal, DAG, Haryana.

Mr. Sushil Kumar Verma, Advocate
for respondent no.6.

Ms. Manisha Garg, Advocate

for respondent no.7.
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HARI PAI VERMA, J. (Oral)

Prayer in the present petition filed under Section 482 of the
Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973 is for issuance of direction to the
respondents to hold a fair investigation by transferring/handing over the
investigation in the case, to Crime Branch or any other independent
agency.

It is the case of the petitioner that respondent no.6 — Jai
Bhagwan was appointed as Civilian Driver in Indian Air Force at Air Force

Station, Sirsa on the basis of fake driving licence and fake experience
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certificate and he is continuing, as such, despite the fact that he has
committed a fraud in procuring a fake driving licence.

Respondents no.1 to 5, 6 and 7 have filed their respective
replies and have controverted the allegations made by the petitioner.

In para 2 of the reply filed on behalf of respondents no.1 to 5,
it is stated that in view of the reply filed by the employer of respondent
no.6 vide letter dated 11.10.2013 (Annexure R-1), no commission of
criminal offence is made out. It has further been averred that the employer
of respondent no.6 has not moved any complaint against him to the local
police. Rather, it has been stated that as per the investigation conducted by
his office, the driving licence No.1548/F dated 22.1.1990 issued by the
office of District Transport Officer, Ferozepur to the petitioner was found
to be valid. When employer of respondent no.6 has not moved any
complaint against him and during investigation, the driving licence of the
respondent No.6 was found valid, the prayer of the petitioner cannot be
accepted.

In this view of the matter, this Court finds that the present

petition is devoid of any merit.

Dismissed.
December 09, 2016 (HARI PAL VERMA)
AK JUDGE
Whether speaking / reasoned? Yes / No

Whether reportable? Yes/ No
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