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VIVEK PURI, J.(ORAL)

It has been stated by learned counsel for the petitioner that an
FIR bearing No.443 dated 29.07.2020 under Sections 337 and 338 IPC has
been registered at the instance of the petitioner. He further contends that the
petitioner has already submitted a representation dated 11.08.2020
(Annexure P-3) to respondent No.5 for getting the negligence report by
constituting a Board so that no guilty person can go scot-free.

Notice of motion to official respondents only.

Mr. Amrik Singh Narwal, Deputy Advocate General, Haryana,
accepts notice on behalf of official respondents and it has been pointed out
by him that arrest of respondents No. 2 and 3 has been effected and they
have been released on bail as the offences are bailable. It has been further
stated by learned State counsel that an appropriate decision on the aforesaid
representation dated 11.08.2020 (Annexure P-3) shall by taken by
respondent No.5, in accordance with law.

Without making any comment on the genuineness of the
allegations, as put forth in the aforesaid representation, the instant petition is
disposed of with a direction to respondent No.5 to look into the grievance of

the petitioner, as projected in aforesaid representation, in accordance with

law.
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