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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP No. 3063 of 2019
Date of Decision: 27.11.2019
Mahender Singh Chawla
....... Petitioner
Versus
Sh. Manoj Yadav and another
...... Respondents

CORAM: HONBLE MR. JUSTICE AVNEESH JHINGAN

Present: Mr. Sanjay Ghalawat, Advocate
for the petitioner.

AVNEESH JHINGAN, J.(oral)

The petitioner filed CRM-M-No0.23180 of 2019 seeking
direction to Superintendent of Police, Panipat to decide the representation
dated 29.3.2019. The petition was disposed of on 20.5.2019, the
Superintendent of Police, Panipat, was directed to decide the representation
dated 29.3.2019 and also to ensure that the petitioner is not harassed, in any
manner, more particularly in respect of cases in which he is a prosecution
witness.

The present petition has been filed pleading that needful is not
done by the respondent.

Reply by way of affidavit of Mr. Sumit Kumar, HPS,
Superintendent of Police, Panipat, dated 23.11.2019 filed today in Court, is
taken on record and copy supplied to counsel for petitioner. Alongwith the
reply order dated 11.11.2019 is annexed whereby the representation of the

petitioner is decided.
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Learned State counsel submits that after the petitioner was
attacked, five police officials have been deputed by Police since March 2015
and the security of the petitioner is being continuously monitored by security
agent deputed in Police Station Sanoli. It is further submitted that grievance
of petitioner with regard to proceedings under Section 182 Cr.P.C., no longer
exist as these are pending in Court and are fixed for 30.11.2019. It is further
submitted that the persons who attacked the petitioner was identified and FIR
No. 248 dated 16.11.2019 under Section 323, 506 IPC has been registered at
Police Station Sanoli. He further submits that the orders of this Court has
been complied with.

In view of submission made by State counsel, learned counsel
for the petitioner seeks liberty to avail remedy in accordance with law in case
cause of action still survives or arises in future.

In view of above, the contempt petition is disposed of with

liberty as prayed for.

(AVNEESH JHINGAN)
27.11.2019 JUDGE
reema
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