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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-2550-2018
Date of Decision: 22.01.2018

Ramandeep Singh
...... Petitioner

Vs.

State of Haryana and others
......... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMOL RATTAN SINGH

Present: Mr. Arshdeep Singh Kler, Advocate,
for the petitioner.

eokeskskook

AMOL RATTAN SINGH, J. (ORAL)

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the petitioner after
having been duly given permission by the President of the Gurukul at Kurukshetra
(respondent no. 6) on 01.09.2014, to display his electrical device at Gurukul, is not
now being returned the device and instead was beaten up on 04.11.2017, when he
went to collect it.

On the next day, i.e. 05.11.2017, in fact an FIR was got registered
against the petitioner at the instance of one Rakesh Jain, who contends that in fact
it was he and the petitioner who had entered into a partnership on 03.09.2011, qua
invention of the aforesaid device.

In respect of his grievance, the petitioner is stated to have made a
complaint by way of an e-mail to the Additional Director General of Police (Law
& Order), Haryana (respondent no. 3) and the Additional Director General of
Police (Crime), Haryana (respondent no. 2), a copy of which is shown to be

Annexure P-6 with the petition.
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Consequently, this petition is disposed of with a direction to the
Additional Director General of Police (Crime), Haryana (respondent no. 2), to go
into the grievance of the petitioner after giving him a due hearing, and to take
action as per law, within a period of two months from the date of receipt of a
certified copy of this order.

It needs to be noticed that a copy of the written permission stated to
have been given by respondent no. 6 to the petitioner, has been annexed as
Annexure P-2 with the petition, with learned counsel further submitting that the
signatures of the petitioner on the so called partnership deed were forged.

No comment on merits is made on the aforesaid contentions, which

would be gone into by the ADGP (Crime) and a decision taken, as per law, by the

officer.
January 22, 2018 (AMOL RATTAN SINGH)
nitin JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned Yes

Whether Reportable No.



