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PC : -

1. The petitioner had earlier approached this
court by way of Public Interest Litigation No. 160 of
2007. That was di sposed of on 31st January, 2008. A
statenent was nade on behalf of the State Governnent
that the concerned police oficer will exam ne the case
and decide whether the case for taking the cognizance
is made out or not. On examning the case, the
concerned police officer arrived at the conclusion

that no case for cogni zance i s nmade out.

2. The petitioner has approached this Court by

way of present Wit Petition once again to contend



that FIR should be regtistered.

3. The reply has been filed on behalf of the
respondent - St at e. The | earned counsel appearing on
behal f of the petitioner relies on the judgnment of the
Supreme Court in a case of State of Harayana and Ors.
Vs. Ch. Bhajan Lal & Ors., reported in AIR 1992
Suprenme Court 604.

4. We have heard the | earned counsel. It is not
as if that there is no renedy available to the
petitioner, on the police authorities failing to
register the conplaint. It is always open to the
petitioner to nobve the appropriate Magistrate to

whatever relief, he is entitled to.

5. Wth above observati ons, petition is

di sm ssed.

Sd/ -

[ F.1. REBELLO, J.]

sd/ -
[ A A KUVBHAKONI, J.]



