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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

256 CRWP-8070-2024
Date of Decision : March 11, 2025

SURINDERPAL SINGH
..... Petitioner
VERSUS

STATE OF PUNJAB AND OTHERS
..... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SANDEEP MOUDGIL
Present:  Mr. Deepak Arora, Advocate for the petitioner.
Mr. Rajiv Verma, DAG, Punjab.

Mr. Sunil Sihag, Advocate for
Mr. K.S.Sidhu, Advocate for respondents No.7 and 8.

SANDEEP MOUDGIL, J. (Oral)

The jurisdiction of this Court has been invoked under Article 226
of the Constitution of India for issuance of mandamus upon respondents No.2
to 4 to take appropriate measures since No.7, who has got some litigation in
relation to private property with her brother is unduly threatening to involve
entire family of the petitioner in false criminal case.

The State was called upon to file status report vide order dated
23.8.2024 when notice of motion was issued.

Specially reply came to be filed by way of an affidavit of
Harkrishan Singh, PPS Deputy Superintendent of Police, Sub Division Sri

Hargobindpur, Police District Batala, District Gurdaspur, who has
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categorically on record deposed vide paras No.4 (F and G), which read as
under:-

“F) On 02.11.2024 Lovleen Chahal visited for harvesting her field but

the son of petitioner Surinderpal Singh namely Sumit Pannu and his wife
Manjit Kaur asked her not to do so. Due to this reason a case FIR No.116
dated 02.11.2024 under section 126(2), 115(2), 3(5) BNS PS Sri
Hargobindpur was registered against Sumit Pannu and Manjit Kaur. The
said case is under investigation.

G) There is a dispute between both the parties regarding the partition of

their ancestral properties and the cases are pending in the Id. court of

SDM Batala and DC Gurdaspur.”

A perusal of the above would depict that the parties have already
entered into litigations before various Courts and, therefore, no action is
warranted at the end of this Court. The instant petition is lingering on for no

reasons, hence the same is dismissed as having no merit.

(SANDEEP MOUDGIL)
March 11, 2025 JUDGE
ajay-1

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