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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP No. 3029 of 2019
Date of decision: 18.11.2019

Anil Taneja

.. Petitioner

V'

Manoj Yadav

.. Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AVNEESH JHINGAN

Present:

Mr. Vivek Khatri, Advocate for the petitioner.
Mr. Sandeep S. Mann, Senior DAG, Haryana.

AVNEESH JHINGAN, J. (Oral)

CRM-M No. 28604 of 2019 was disposed of by this Court on

26.7.2019. The operative part of the said order is reproduced below:
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“Keeping in view the aforesaid facts of the present
case, it is considered appropriate to request Director General
of Police, Haryana to hear the petitioner within one month
from today with an advance intimation to the petitioner and
thereafter, take a call as to whether the grievances of the
petitioner are genuine or not. Director General of Police is
also expected to examine the investigation carried out and to
satisfy himself as to whether the investigations so far carried
out is in the correct direction or not. If Director General of

Police ultimately finds that proper investigation has not been
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carried out, he would constitute a Special Investigation
Team consisting of Senior Officers to carry out further
investigation.

With these directions, the petition is disposed of.”

Learned counsel for the State has filed affidavit dated
15.11.2019 of Mr. Manoj Yadava, Director General of Police, Haryana
annexing order dated 15.11.2019.

Learned counsel for the State relying upon the pleadings of the
affidavit and order dated 15.11.2019 submits that FIR No. 434 dated
26.7.2018 and FIR No. 469 dated 7.8.2018 were investigated by the police
and thereafter Special Investigation Team was constituted and no
conclusion could be reached. He submits that the matter is now pending
with the Crime Branch for further investigation and Annexure-R1 is the
order to that effect.

In view of the above, learned counsel for the petitioner states
that no cause of action survives for pursuing the present contempt petition,
however, seeks liberty to avail remedies in accordance with law for
redressal of the grievance.

Disposed of as infructuous with liberty as prayed for.

(AVNEESH JHINGAN)
JUDGE
18.11.2019
mk

Whether speaking/reasoned: Yes/No
Whether reportable: Yes/No
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