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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRWP-7115-2026
Date of decision: 16.06.2026

JOGINDER SINGH AND OTHERS
...Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

STATE OF PUNJAB AND OTHERS
...Respondent(s)

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JASGURPREET SINGH PURI

Present:-  Mr. Guninder Singh Brar, Advocate
for the petitioners.

Mr. Vipin Pal Yadav, Addl. A.G., Punjab.

sk skock

JASGURPREET SINGH PURI, J. (Oral)

1. The present petition has been filed under Articles 226/227 of the
Constitution of India seeking issuance of a writ in the nature of mandamus for
directing the official respondents to protect the life, liberty and property of the
petitioners which is in danger at the hands of respondent No.4 and for directing
the official respondents not to buckle under the pressure of respondent No.4 and
implicate the petitioners and their family members in any false and fabricated
case.

2. Learned counsel for the petitioners submitted that the petitioners
apprehend a threat to their life and liberty at the hands of respondent No.4, who
is a Sub-Divisional Magistrate-cum-Returning Officer, Municipal Council,
Khanna, District Ludhiana. In this regard, he referred to a letter dated
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09.06.2026 (Annexure P-2) issued by the aforesaid officer to petitioner No.1,
wherein it has been so stated that petitioner No.1 has given a false complaint
and in case he does not tender an unconditional apology then she will be
constrained to bring the matter to the notice of the Senior Superintendent of
Police and take further action against him. He further submitted that the
aforesaid letter is in the nature of a threatening letter and therefore, the life and
liberty of the petitioners may be protected.

3. On the other hand, Mr. Vipin Pal Yadav, Addl. A.G., Punjab
submitted that the present petition is baseless and on the basis of the aforesaid
letter issued by the concerned officer as Annexure P-2, no such threat to the life
and liberty of the petitioners can be made out and therefore, the prayer made in
the present petition seeking protection of life and liberty is misconceived and
totally false.

4. After hearing learned counsel for the parties and perusing the letter
(Annexure P-2) stated to have been issued by respondent No.4, this Court is of
the considered view that the contents of the letter do not suggest any threat to
the life and liberty to the petitioners and the prayer in the present petition is
only for seeking protection of life and liberty.

5. Consequently, the present petition is hereby dismissed.

(JASGURPREET SINGH PURI)

16.06.2026 JUDGE
Chetan Thakur

Whether speaking/reasoned Yes/No
Whether reportable : Yes/No
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