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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM No. M-14135 of 2016 (O&M)
Date of Decision:03.03.2017

Inderjit Singla and another
... Petitioners
Versus
State of Punjab and others
... Respondents
CORAM:- HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE TEJINDER SINGH DHINDSA

Present:-  Mr. H.S.Saggu, Advocate,
for the petitioners.

Mr. P.S.Grewal, DAG, Punjab.
TEJINDER SINGH DHINDSA, J.(ORAL)

The instant petition has been preferred under Section 482
Cr.P.C. praying for issuance of directions to the official respondents for not
harassing the petitioners as they have been repeatedly called to the police
station and at the hands of respondents No.6 and 7.

While issuing notice of motion on 27.04.2016, this Court had
taken notice of the contention raised by counsel that there was a money
dispute between the petitioners and the private respondents and the police
officials at the behest of the private respondents were repeatedly
summoning the petitioners and as such they were being harassed.

In response to the petition, a joint reply on behalf of
respondents No.1 to 5 has been placed on record. Copy already stands
furnished to counsel for the petitioners. In para 3 of the reply, it has been
stated that the petitioners as also private respondents have levelled
allegations against each other. The petitioners have not been able to
produce any witness/material to substantiate that the private respondents

hag threatened them or there was any danger to the life and liberty. Further
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stand taken is that even the private respondents could not produce any
document to establish that they had ever advanced any money to the present
petitioners.

The reply filed by the Deputy Superintendent of Police, Sub
Division Mansa records that the applications filed by both the parties i.e.
petitioners herein as also the private respondents were accordingly
consigned.

In the light of stand taken on behalf of the State in the reply
duly placed on record, no directions are required to be passed in the instant

petition. The same is disposed of.

03.03.2017 (TEJINDER SINGH DHINDSA)
vandana JUDGE
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