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In The High Court for the States of Punjab and Haryana

At Chandigarh
CRM-M-19594-2019 (O&M)
Date of Decision:-1.5.2019
Raj Rani ... Petitioner
Versus
State of Punjab and others ... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE GURVINDER SINGH GILL

Present:-  Mr. C.M. Munjal, Advocate for the petitioner.
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GURVINDER SINGH GILL, J.(Oral)

The petitioner has approached this Court seeking issuance of
direction to respondents No.2 and 3 to take criminal action against
respondents No.4 to 8, who have allegedly committed offences punishable

under Sections 420, 468, 471 and 120-B of Indian Penal Code.

A prayer for issuance of a direction for registration of FIR has

also been made therein.

The learned counsel for the petitioner has submitted that the
petitioner as well as private respondents No.4 to 6 own adjacent properties
situated at Amrik Singh Road, Bathinda and that there used to remain a
dispute amongst the parties leading to institution of several civil and
criminal cases. It has been submitted that a demarcation of the respective
properties was got conducted and the Naib Tehsildar had visited the spot
alongwith his team and had conducted demarcation on 3.7.2006 in the

presence of both the parties, but the private respondents No.4 to 6, however,
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challenged the same before higher authorities upto the Court of Financial

Commissioner, but the demarcation report was upheld.

It has further been submitted that infact private respondents
No.4 to 6 challenged the demarcation report by way of filing a civil suit,
which was also dismissed. It has further been submitted that during the
pendency of the civil suit, private respondents No.4 to 6 transferred some
part of the property, which was actually owned by the petitioner, to
respondents No.7 and 8 and although an application dated 14.7.2018
(Annexure P-7) was made to the police but no action has been taken

thereupon.

Having heard the learned counsel for the petitioner and without
commenting anything on the merits of the case, the petition the petition is
disposed of with a direction to respondent No.2-Senior Superintendent of
Police, Bathinda to look into the matter and to dispose of the representation
dated 14.7.2018 Annexure P-7, moved by petitioner at the earliest preferably
within a period of three months from today, in accordance with law while
taking into account the position as regards the revenue record in respect of

the properties in question.

A copy of this order alongwith representation dated 14.7.2018
Annexure P-7 be sent to respondent No.2-Senior Superintendent of Police,

Bathinda, so as to enable him to do the needful expeditiously.

1.5.2019 (Gurvinder Singh Gill)
pankaj J udge

Whether speaking /reasoned Yes / No

Whether Reportable Yes / No
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