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Reason:

1. Heard learned counsel for the parties.
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2. The petitioner wants the investigation pursuant to the FIR No.728 of 2014
dated 12.09.2014 registered under Sections 363/302/201 read with Section 34
of IPC with the Bawana, Police Station to be transferred to the CBI for the
purposes of fair investigation.

3. The investigation was earlier transferred to the Crime Branch and the
charge sheet has already been submitted. The High Court has dismissed the
writ petition filed by the petitioner with the observation that during investigation,
NARCO analysis, brain mapping as well as the polygraphic tests were
conducted on all the suspects alleged to have committed the offence. The
charge sheet has already been filed against two persons-Sunil Kumar and
Ranjeet.

4. The thrust of the argument of the learned Senior counsel appearing for
the petitioner apart from other things appears to be that the accused named in
the charge sheet have not been arrested.

5. We can understand the plight and agony of the petitioner due to the
death of his minor son aged about 12 years, but after going through the material
available on record and the report submitted by the Additional C.P. Crime, we
are of the view that merely for the reason that the suspects have not been
arrested or that certain aspects have been left out from the investigation, it
cannot be said that it was not a fair investigation.

6.  Accordingly, we do not deem it necessary to exercise our discretion
under Article 136 of the Constitution of India in this matter. The present petition
is, accordingly, dismissed. Pending application(s), if any, shall stand disposed
of.

7. The petitioner is at liberty to take recourse to other remedies that may be

open to him in law.

(Divya Babbar) (Geeta Ahuja)
Court Master (NSH) Assistant Registrar-cum-PS
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