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114 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT THAND pGARppument

CRM No. M-34870 of 2017 (O/M)
Date of decision : 18.9.2017

Davinder Pal Singh ... Petitioner
Versus

State of Punjab and others ... Respondents

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH

Present:-  Mr. V.P.S. Mithewal, Advocate, for the petitioner.

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

2. To be referred to the Reporter or not.

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

KULDIP SINGH J. (ORAL)

The learned counsel for the petitioner states that private
respondents No. 5 to 9 trespassed in the house of petitioner and committed
theft. He has matrimonial dispute with his wife, namely, Kulwinder Kaur
(respondent No. 9). The occurrence was recorded in the CCTV footage.

In these circumstances, without issuing notice to respondents,
petition is disposed of with a direction to the Senior Superintendent of
Police, Ropar (respondent No. 2) to look into the complaints dated 20.7.2017
and 5.9.2017 (Annexures-P-2 and P-3 respectively) of the petitioner in
accordance with law and if truth is found with abovesaid complaints, take
necessary action in accordance with law, without being influenced by the
fact that the petitioner had approached this Court. This order will not be

taken to be direction to register FIR.

(KULDIP SINGH)
JUDGE
18.9.2017
sjks

Whether speaking / reasoned : Yes
Whether Reportable ; No



