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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRM-M No.19572 of 2018
Date of decision: 08.08.2019

Simranjeet Singh
....Petitioner
Versus
State of Punjab and others
....Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ARVIND SINGH SANGWAN
Present: None.

ARVIND SINGH SANGWAN J. (Oral)

Since the Bar is on strike, the Lawyers are abstaining from
work and no one is appearing.

This petition is pending since 2018.

Prayer in this petition is for issuance of a direction to
respondents No.2 and 3 to protect the life and liberty of the petitioner
and his biological father Kulwant Singh, at the instance of respondents
No.4to 7.

A perusal of the petition show that the petitioner's claim is
that he has been adopted by one Nirmala Devi — respondent No.6 and
respondents No.4, 5 and 7, are stated to be relative of Nirmala Devi. It
is further stated that the private respondents are keeping an eye on the
property of the father of the petitioner namely Jaswant Singh and they

are threatening him.

Reply by way of affidavit of the Deputy Superintendent of
Police, Shri Anandpur Sahib, District Rupnagar dated 11.01.2019 is
already on record and in the reply, it is stated on verification of the

facts, it is found that the biological father of the petitioner Kulwant
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Singh and respondent No.6 Nirmala Devi are having a dispute
regarding partition of a land situated in the village and the matter is
pending before the Assistant Collector Ist Grade, Naib Tehsildar, Shri
Anandpur Sahib, District Rupnagar and in this regard, the police has
entered a DDR No.21 dated 25.09.2018 under Sections 107 and 151
Cr.P.C. It is further stated that the petitioner has recorded a statement in
the enquiry that now he has no dispute with respondent No.7 and is not
having any threat to his life and liberty.

Separate reply on behalf of respondents No.4 to 6 is also
on record, in which it is stated that a compromise has been effected
between the parties and the dispute was primarily regarding
construction of a partition wall, which has already been completed in
terms of the compromise dated 02.10.2018 (Annexure R-2).

In view of the above, no further action is called for.

Accordingly, this petition is disposed.

(ARVIND SINGH SANGWAN)
JUDGE
08.08.2019
yakub
Whether speaking/reasoned: Yes/No

Whether reportable: Yes/No
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