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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-35772 of 2018.
Decided on:-August 20, 2018.

Somraj.
......... Petitioner.
Versus
State of Punjab and others

......... Respondents.

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE HARI PAL VERMA.

seskskok sk

Present:-  Ms. Satpreet Grewal Kapila, Advocate
for the petitioner.

HARI PAL VERMA, J. (ORAL)

The petitioner has filed present petition under Section 482
Cr.P.C. for issuance of directions to official respondents No.3 and 4 to decide
the representation of the petitioner dated 11.04.2018 (Annexure P-4) and to
take appropriate action against respondents No.6 to 8.

Learned counsel for the petitioner states that as per General
Diary Report dated 26.02.2018, Satpal succumbed to the injuries received in
the accident while he was being taken to the hospital, where the doctor
declared him dead. The petitioner himself has stated that the accident had
taken place due to slipping of the motorcycle of Satpal in which he received
injuries on his forehead and the accident was natural and by chance.

She further states that later on, it came to the notice that there
was no damage on the motorcycle on which Satpal was riding at the time of

accident. In order to have fair investigation in the matter, the petitioner
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submitted a representation dated 11.04.2018 (Annexure P-4) to respondent
No.3 i.e. Senior Superintendent of Police, Hoshiarpur.

Notice of motion to respondents No.1 to 3 only.

On asking of this Court, Mr. Rana Harjasdeep Singh, DAG,
Punjab accepts notice on behalf of these respondents.

Let requisite number of copies of paper book be given to learned
State counsel during the course of the day.

Heard.

Without making any observation on the facts as projected by the
petitioner, the present petition is disposed of with a direction to respondent
No.3 to look into the contents of representation (Annexure P-4) and to issue
necessary directions for a fair inquiry in accordance with law. It is made clear
that because the respondent No.3 has been directed to look into the

representation, it shall not influence the respondent in any manner.

(HARI PAL VERMA)
August 20, 2018 JUDGE
Yag Dutt
Whether speaking/reasoned: Yes

Whether Reportable: No
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