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Palu Ram son of Gopi Ram      ..Appellant 

    Versus 

State of Haryana and others                      ..Respondents 
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Present : Mr. VB Aggarwal, Advocate, for the appellant. 
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  This intra$court appeal under Clause X of the Letters Patent is 

directed against the judgment and order dated 19.04.2018 passed by the  

learned Single Judge dismissing the writ petition filed by the appellant.  

2.  The appellant$petitioner filed the writ petition seeking the 

following main relief:$ 
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3.  The appellant$petitioner lodged the First Information Report 

under Section 302 of the Indian Penal Code with respect of murder of his 

brother. Although it was stated in the FIR that his deceased brother was last 

seen in the tractor$trolley of Tek Ram but it was also stated that he does not 

doubt any person. The petition was filed on the allegation that the police is 
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not taking any interest in the investigation of the case and though period of 

almost 3½ years expired, the investigation is still pending. The appellant$

petitioner also alleged that he made an application to the Superintendent of 

Police, District Kaithal dated 05.07.2010 wherein he named Tek Ram son of 

Parbhu, Daya son of Tek Ram, Ram Pal son of Tek Ram, Vijay son of Tek 

Ramand Kanwar Pal son of Pola etc. as the accused persons. He also filed a 

Civil Writ Petition No. 16985 of 2012 before this Court which was disposed 

of vide order dated 24.09.2013 directing the State Government to constitute 

a Special Investigation Team to investigate into the incident. It was left to 

the wisdom of the Director General of Police, Haryana, to take stock of the 

situation and appoint officers competent enough to take care of the situation. 

A COCP No. 3607 of 2014 was filed alleging non$compliance of the order 

dated 24.09.2013. However, the said Contempt Petition was disposed of as 

having rendered infructuous by the Court after being satisfied that the order 

has been complied with and Special Investigation Team has been 

constituted. Thereafter, the instant petition out of which this Letters Patent 

Appeal arises was filed on the allegations noted hereinabove. 

4.  A perusal of the order goes to show that the SIT so constituted 

even conducted polygraph tests on the persons named by the appellant$

petitioner namely Ram Pal, Tek Ram and Vijay Kumar and report thereof 

was submitted to this Court along with an affidavit of the Deputy 

Superintendent of Police, Kaithal. On dis$satisfaction expressed by the 

appellant$petitioner, learned Single Judge of this Court vide order dated 

25.04.2017 directed that fresh polygraph tests of the aforesaid three persons 

be conducted in the presence of the appellant$petitioner. During the 

pendency of the petition, an application was made by the appellant$petitioner 
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for transferring the investigation to the Central Bureau of Investigation. 

Learned Single Judge vide order dated 09.11.2017 required the learned State 

counsel to seek instructions as to whether the investigation can be 

transferred to the State Crime Branch. The report of the fresh polygraph test 

conducted in the presence of the appellant$petitioner was also brought on the 

record and no conclusive opinion could be found on the basis of the report.  

5.  It appears in the meantime the Special Investigation Team 

completed its investigation and submitted a report. In pursuance of the order 

passed by this Court, the State Crime Branch also investigated the matter 

and did not find the accused persons guilty of any offence. On the request of 

the appellant$petitioner, vide order dated 16.11.2017, learned Single Judge 

directed that the investigation reports submitted by the Special Investigation   

Team and the State Crime Branch be examined by the Inspector General, 

Karnal Range. The Inspector General, Karnal Range after looking into the 

reports submitted by the Special Investigation Team and the State Crime 

Branch filed an affidavit before this Court making the following averments:$ 

������ ��� 	
��
���	�� 
�� ����� �
���
�� �
������ 
����� ��

���	��
� �����������
�� ����� ������ ���� 	
���������� �������

����� �!���"����#��$�#�%���������������������
��$

�	�#�

&'��"�����
�����������	�
��(�������������)
 *+,�$&#���-

	������ ��&-�� "�����
� ���� ���� �����	�
�� !��� "�����

)
 ./+,&#� $

�	�� �����
�� ����
� 0����#� "�����
� ��� ����

���
����� ����� 
����� )
 +123*,%%&-�4$� ������

++ +3 3/+5#� �
� 	
���	�� �����������
�� 
�� 	���� �������� 6�!�

)
 +/5� ������ 3* /5 3/+3� ������ ��	��
��� */3#� 3/+� �$��

$

�	�������
��!�7
���#�%�����	��"�����
 �* �������������	��
�

�����������
�������������7
�����8�9�����
��
��:�
����������

;������ ��������� 
�� 8�

���� "������ ���� (� � $�
�� !���

�������
����� ���� ����������� ������������� ���� 	���� ������
��

���
�� 7
������ ��� �����������
�� �

� 	
�	����� � 1 � ����� ����

�������� 
�� ���� ���	��
� �����������
�� ����� ������ �����

RAVINDER SHARMA
2019.04.09 11:45
I attest to the accuracy and
integrity of this document



������������	��
������
���������������������������������������������������������������4 

 

	
���	���� �������� �����������
�� 
�� ���� 	���#� ���� �
�

��	�������
��� ������	�� 	���� 
�� ���� �������� ��
�� 
�� ����

������ 
�� ���	�� ���� �����	��� ����
�� �� � ��9� !��� �
�� 
��

�� �$�����#��� �%���#��� �!���$�
������� �8�7����,
���9�

!��#��� �"������$�
��,
��� �$

����	 � 	
�
��������������

�������
��		�����	
�
���
�����9�
�� ����������	������
���

�����������������
���
����<���	���$

�	�������
��!�7
���#�

%�����	��"�����
�������
������
��������

�=��(�������������	��

��� ��>��� ��� ���� 
������� �
���� 
�� ;���	��
� (���������� +� ���

�
���#� "�����
 � �
�����#� ��� ��� �������� ���������� ����� ��
��

������	�����9��� ���	
���� ������

����	�������
��������������

�
� ���	�� ���� �		����� ��� ���� ������ ����	���� � � � %�����	��

$

�	�#������� :���	���������� �������� 	
������������� ����

%4$��������������

����	
��������������������
����#�����

�
�	
�����������	����
��������		����#���
�����	
��������

���� ������� 
�� (
������� ������ ��
����� 
�� ���� ������
����

	
�
����� �
��� � ��� ������	��	������	����
������
�����
���

����
�����
����������������������������������������	������
��

����
���������	� ?  

  

6.  Learned Single Judge after taking into account the entire facts 

and circumstances of the case as also the investigation report and the views 

expressed by the Inspector General of Police, Karnal and after examining the 

reports vide order impugned in this appeal, disposed of the writ petition with 

the observation that nothing more survives to be done in the matter.  

7.  Learned counsel for the petitioner$appellant submits that the 

investigation is not proper and hence the matter needs to be handed over for 

investigation to the Central Bureau of Investigation. 

8.  At the behest of the appellant$petitioner, twice polygraph tests 

were conducted on three persons on whom doubt was being expressed by the 

appellant$petitioner though they were not named in the FIR but nothing 

came out of it. At the behest of the appellant$petitioner the matter was 
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investigated firstly by the SIT and subsequently by the State Crime Branch 

and both of them reached at the conclusion that the persons being named by 

the appellant$petitioner are not the accused persons and the real accused 

could not be traced out. Neither the learned Single Judge found any flaw or 

defect in the investigation carried out by the SIT and the State Crime Branch 

nor during the course of arguments learned counsel for the appellant$

petitioner has been able to point out anything except for saying that the 

investigation has not been proper. Admittedly, the incident is of June$2012 

and since then almost 7 years have expired.  

9.  Considering the facts and circumstances in its entirety we do 

not see any ground to interfere in the matter or to transfer the investigation 

to the Central Bureau of Investigation.  

  The appeal accordingly fails and stands dismissed. 

 

        (KRISHNA MURARI) 
          CHIEF JUSTICE 
 
 
           (ARUN PALLI) 
                           JUDGE 
9th April, 2019            
ravinder 
 

   Whether speaking/non$speaking: Speaking√ yes.  
 

   Whether reportable : √ yes.  
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