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IN.THE CHHATTISGARH HIGH COURT OF JﬁﬁICATURE
el AT BILASPUR

W.P.No._ 779 7’.‘3 2002 B

GANPAT, S/o BHABHUTI

- AGED ABOUT 45 YEARS,
R/o Vill. KOLIHADIH, PS. Mungeli,
Tehsil Mungeli, Dist. Bilaspur(CG)
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e RESPONDENT /ﬁ STATE OF CHHATTISGARH
o T THROUGH HOME SECRETARY.

> ol DKS BHAVAN. RAIPUR (CG).
~2) INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE,
: BILASPUR (CG)

3)  SUPDT. OF POLICE,

BILASPUR DIST. BILASPUR (CG).
4) - STATION HOUSE OFFICER, A%
; | PS. MUNGELL DIST. BILASPUR (CG)«f
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«WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 226/227 OF CONSTITUTION OF INDIA
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| 2001 A report was lodged to that

| mortem was also conducted,

.| Apex Court reported in A.LR. 2001

-30-05-2002

The applications are allowed

|- Vs - State of Punjab. The relevg

{ below:; -

registering a case against]

Petlmoner by Shri Dhirendrs)

Heard on L. A Nos. 3332/ 200

SSu 1 / 2002 (apphcatlon fcu, hearm

The petitioner is the father

submitted that the age of Sher Sin

“The grievance of the appellant is thaf
though she has approacljed the authority for

Mishra, Advocate.

State by Shri P.S. Koshy, Gr‘d vt. Advocate.

g during_ summer vacation),

of the deceased Sher Singh. .
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the alleged accused

and never put the Ia
therefore, having failed i
High Court to get a casg
approached this Court.
issued *  the
appearance. - Though

appearing for the State o

persons but the police neer registered a case

- responderfts

- in  motion, and
an atterapt in the .
registered she has
suant to the notice

have entered
e learned counsel
Punjab stated that

there  had™ been  an  enquiry, - we fail to

2 (application for mggaﬁieaﬂng) and )
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It is -
gh is 15 years and he died on *24~'()_9-~
cfiect. Autopsy was conducted, Post

Leanled counsel for the pet;qtloner relies upon a ]udgment of the

nt portion of the judgment is quoted -
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_ uOUI't in the case of Mohmdro Vs .

B

: Sﬁperintenden_t of Poh'ce, Mungeli .2

max be inquired into by any offid
i T ,

d

without registering a cri
facts. alleged, it transpirg

and get the allegation invs
for no reasons whatsoeve
register the case. In thd
we allow this appeal and

" registered on the basis
" lodged by the appellant |
within a week from toda
matter will be duly iny
appropriate action be take

- The appeal is dispos

.' Ha_viﬁg thus considered the f

méteﬁal available on record and. it

etailed report to that effect. Th
iccordance with law,
In view of this order, I.A Nos.

isposed of.

' Certi?fied copy as per rules.

~ understand as to how thére can be an enquiry

minal case,

. approached the police fbr registering a case

rstigated into and yet
r the police failed to

direct that a case bey

of the report to be
At the police station
Y and thereafter the-
restigated  into and
b -accordingly.

On the
s that the appellant

aforesaid premlses . : 7 |

ed of accordingly.”

acts and circumstan‘cé.‘s of the cas'e i
] V1eW of the Judgment of the Apex B

State of Punjab (Supra) the mat}ter_ :

er not below the rank 0 = D eputy

nd the said officer sha]l.sub'mit'a_- B
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~matter shall proceed strictly .
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