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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-5549 of 2013
Date of decision:-28.8.2017

Surinder Singh
...Petitioner

Versus

State of Punjab and others
...Respondents

CORAM : HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE H.S. MADAAN

Present : Mr.Digvijay Nagpal, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr.K.S.Aulakh, DAG, Punjab.

Mr.Sunil Chadha, Senior Advocate with
Ms.Swati Verma, Advocate
for respondents No.5 to 7.

skeskeskok

H.S. MADAAN, J.(ORAL)

Learned State counsel has informed that report from
Forensic Science Laboratory, Punjab, SAS Nagar has been received,
copy of which has been placed on file.

I have gone through the record.

By way of filing the petition, petitioner — Surinder Singh
has prayed for issuance of directions to State of Punjab through
Secretary to Government, Home Department, Punjab Civil Secretariat,
Chandigarh, Senior Superintendent of Police, Kapurthala, Station House
Officer, Police Station Sadar, District Kapurthala (respondents No.1 to
3) to hold an inquiry into execution of sale deed bearing document

No.1881 dated 20.7.2012 registered in the office of Sub-Registrar
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(respondent No.4) and for registration of case against the persons found
guilty especially respondents No.4 to 7.

When the petition came up for hearing, notice thereof was
issued to the respondents, who put in appearance through counsel.
Thereafter, the case is being adjourned time and again and some sort of
inquiry is being conducted at the level of this Court. In my view the
same is not required since the petitioner has neither made any request in
that regard nor the same is required to be done by this Court

Therefore, the petition stands disposed of directing SSP,
Kapurthala (respondent No.2) to look into the grievances of the
petitioner as regards the sale deed in question in light of representation
Annexure P-4 and then to take suitable action in the matter, if the
circumstances so warrant. Respondent No.2 would give notice of the
enquiry to private respondents No.4 to 7 and would associate them
therewith so that the version of both the sides comes up before him and
proper inference can be reached. The exercise be completed within three

months of the receipt of certified copy of the order.

Disposed of.
(H.S.MADAAN)
28.8.2017 JUDGE
Brij
Whether reasoned/speaking : Yes/No

Whether reportable : Yes/No
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