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PREETI ... PETITIONER
VS.

STATE OF PUNJAB AND OTHERS .. RESPONDENTS

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VIVEK PURI

Present :  Mr.Kamal Deep Sehra, Advocate, for the petitioner.
Ms. Ruchika Sabherwal, DAG, Punjab.
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VIVEK PURI, J.(ORAL)
1. On 20.04.2023, the following order was passed:-

“1. Petitioner is seeking issuance of directions to
the official respondents to protect her life and liberty as

she is apprehending danger at the instance of private

respondents.

2. Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that
respondent Nos.4 and 5 had mortgaged their property
with Bank of India. The petitioner had purchased the
property in an auction. Respondent Nos.4 and 5 are
threatening the petitioner in case, she carries out any
construction activity. A representation dated 09.02.2023

(Annexure P-5) has already been submitted to respondent

No.2.

3. Learned State counsel seeks time to verify with

regard to any threat perception, if any and submit reply in

the matter.
4. On his request, adjourned to 03.05.2023.”

2. Status report by way of affidavit of Bikramjit Singh Brar,
Deputy Superintendent of Police, Sub-Division Zirakpur, District SAS

Nagar, Mohali on behalf of respondents No. 1 to 3 has been placed on

record.
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3. Learned State counsel submits that the only allegation found is
to the effect that the private respondents had asked the petitioner to stop the
construction but no such incident of giving threats or abusing the petitioner
with a threat to kill had happened. Furthermore, as per the version of private
respondents, they have already instituted a case before Debts Recovery
Tribunal which is pending adjudication.

4. In the event, the private respondents are causing any
interference in the matter of construction being contemplated to be raised by
the petitioner over a property over which she has a lawful right, the remedy

available is civil in nature. No indulgence is called for in the present

petition.

5. Disposed of.

03.05.2023 (VIVEK PURI)
smriti JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No
Whether Reportable : Yes/No
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