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Chandigarh SI‘. N0.218
IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No. 9408 of 2014
Date of decision:3.08.2016

Amarbir Singh and another

......... Petitioners
versus
State of Punjab and others
.......... Respondents
Coram: Hon'ble Mr.Justice Rakesh Kumar Jain

Present: = Mr. Harkaran Singh, Advocate
for the petitioners.

Mr. Anant Kataria, DAG, Punjab
for the respondents.

Rakesh Kumar Jain, J.(Oral)

This petition is filed for seeking a direction against respondents
No. 2 and 3 to protect their life and liberty which is alleged to have been
threatened by respondents No. 4 to 6.

Counsel for the petitioners has submitted that on a complaint
made by respondent No. 6, respondent No. 4 has been harassing the
petitioners. However, an inquiry has been made in the said complaint by the
Additional Deputy Commissioner, Police Amritsar and the complaint filed
by respondent No. 6 has been found to be unsubstantiated.

After notice, respondents have filed their separate replies.

In para 2 of the preliminary submissions of the reply filed by
respondents No. 1, 2 and 4, it is submitted that on enquiry conducted by
respondent No. 4, it has been found that allegations made by respondent No.
6 against respondent No. 4 are false as respondent No. 6 could not produce
any kind of evidence/proof. It is further submitted that further enquiry was

ordered by NRI Commission, Punjab in which inquiry was conducted again
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but nothing was found wrong against the petitioners.

State counsel has submitted that the petitioners shall not be
harassed by respondent No. 4 any more though respondent No. 4 has denied
in para 11 of the reply that any kind of harassment is being meted out to the
petitioners but still, he assured the Court that in future the petitioners shall
not be called by respondent No. 4 in respect of enquiry of the said complaint
which has been made by respondent No. 6.

In view thereof, this petition has become infructuous.

Dismissed as infructuous.

[Rakesh Kumar Jain]
3" August, 2016 Judge
Shivani Kaushik
Whether Speaking/reasoned Yes/No

Whether Reportable Yes/No



