IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP-19606-2019 (O&M)
Date of Decision:19.07.2019

Jarnail Singh ... Petitioner
Versus

State of Punjab & others ... Respondents

CORAM:- HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE TEJINDER SINGH DHINDSA.

Present:-  Mr. V.K. Begra, Advocate for the petitioner.

TEJINDER SINGH DHINDSA, J. (ORAL)

Petitioner seeks a mandamus for directing the officials
respondents to take necessary steps to protect his life and liberty by voicing
an apprehension to the same at the hands of private respondents No.5 to 11.

Counsel submits that one Gurdev Singh had instituted a civil
suit seeking permanent injunction with regard to immovable property and in
which the petitioner was arrayed as a party defendant. In such civil suit, an
application under Order 39 Rule 1 and 2 CPC had been filed and even ad
interim injunction had been granted. Further contended that the private
respondents herein in connivance with the plaintiff/Gurdev Singh have
violated the status quo order and even sold the property. Contempt
proceedings are also stated to have been initiated and which are pending
before the competent Court.

Prayer has been made to direct the Senior Superintendent of
Police, Hoshiarpur/respondent No.4 to take action on a representation that
has been preferred against the private respondents for having violated a

status quo order.
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Counsel for the petitioner has been head at length and the writ
paper book has been perused.

Insofar as the grant of ad interim injunction and violation
thereof is concerned, petitioner has already resorted to his remedy of having
filed a contempt petition and which is pending. There would be no occasion
for this Court to direct the Senior Superintendent of Police, Hoshiarpur to
look into such matter.

As regards seeking protection is concerned, pleadings on record
are completely silent with regard to the threat perception and any immediate
danger to the life and liberty of the petitioner.

No intervention in the matter as such is called for.

Petition is dismissed.

19.07.2019 (TEJINDER SINGH DHINDSA)
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