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CWP-15651-2020
Date of Decision: 28.09.2020

KASHMIR LAL ... PETITIONER

VS.

STATE OF PUNJAB AND OTHERS .. RESPONDENTS

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VIVEK PURI

Present:  Mr.C.M.Munjal, Advocate
for the petitioner.

VIVEK PURI, J.(ORAL)

The petitioner is an Ex-Sarpanch of village Baje-ke, District
Ferozepur.

It has been stated by learned counsel for the petitioner that the
petitioner remained Sarpanch for four terms. The following four FIRs have
been got registered at the instance of the petitioner or his brother:-

(I)FIR No.147 dated 12.10.2017 under  Sections
452/323/148/149 IPC, Police Station Guruhar Sahai,

District Ferozepur.

(2)FIR No.0089 dated 13.06.2018 under Sections 307/452/379-
B/427/506/148/149/120-B IPC and Sections 25 & 27 of
Arms Act, Police Station Guruhar Sahai, District Ferozepur.

(3)FIR No.0010 dated 18.01.2019 under Sections 452/323/148
and 149 IPC, Police Station Guru harsahai, District
Ferozepur.

(4)FIR  No.93 dated 01.06.2020 under  Sections
307/450/427/188/148/149 IPC and Sections 25/27 of Arms

Act, Police Station Guruharsahai, District Ferozepur.
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The petitioner is apprehending threat and danger to his life and
liberty. He has already submitted a representation dated 10.07.2020
(Annexure P-10) to respondent No.2.

Notice of motion.

Ms. Anu Pal, Deputy Advocate General, Punjab, accepts notice
on behalf of the respondents. She, on instructions from SI Balraj Singh,
contends that security consisting of two police officials has already been
provided to the petitioner and further in the event the threat perception
continuous or the circumstances of the case required more security to the
petitioner, the appropriate action will be initiated and the decision will be
taken on the aforesaid representation dated 10.07.2020 (Annexure P-10), in
accordance with law.

Without making any comment on the genuineness of the
allegations, as put forth in the aforesaid representation, the instant petition is

disposed of with a direction to respondent No.2 to look into the grievance of

the petitioner, as projected in aforesaid representation, in accordance with

law.
28.09.2020 (VIVEK PURI)
smriti JUDGE
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