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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARY!KENJKM this document
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-2455-2018
Date of Decision: 22.01.2018

Rahul
...... Petitioner

Vs.
State of Haryana and others ... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMOL RATTAN SINGH

Present: Mr. Manoj Kaushik, Advocate,
for the petitioner.
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AMOL RATTAN SINGH, J. (ORAL)

Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that despite FIR No. 206,
dated 27.05.2016, having been registered at Police Station Bhupani, District
Faridabad, no action thereafter has been taken by the police.

He further submits that at this stage, the petitioner would be satisfied
if a direction is issued to respondent no. 2, i.e. the Commissioner of Police,
Faridabad, to go into the grievance of the petitioner in terms of the representation
made to him on 26.05.2016, a copy of which has been annexed with the petition as
Annexure P-2 and to take a decision thereon within a specified period.

Consequently, without going into the merits of the contentions made
in the petition, in any manner whatsoever, respondent no. 2, i.e. the Commissioner
of Police, Faridabad, is directed to go into the matter and to take a decision as per
law, on the representation of the petitioner, within a period of two months from the

date of receipt of a certified copy of this order.

January 22, 2018 (AMOL RATTAN SINGH)
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