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Jaspal Singh

State of Punjab and others
 
Coram :  
 
Present: 

 

Rajesh Bhardwaj, J. (Oral)

1.   

of the Constitution of India for issuance of directions to 

ensure protection 

the hands of respondent nos.4 and 5.

2.  

way of making false complaints to the police authorities, is trying to take 

forcible possession of his land and the local police is also hand in glove with 

him.  It is submitted that the petitioner has made various complaints to the local 

police but no action has been taken till date and there is continuous threat to the 

petitioner at the hands of private respondent(s). 

3.   

available record, it is deciphered that there is a c

petitioner and the private respondent

decreed against the petitioner and the appeal filed by him was dismissed by the 

lower Appellate Court.  Aggrieved against the said judgment

petitioner had already filed RSA No.5361 of 2017, which is pending 
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Rajesh Bhardwaj, J. (Oral) 

The petitioner has filed the present petition under Article

of the Constitution of India for issuance of directions to 

ensure protection of life and liberty of the petitioner 

the hands of respondent nos.4 and 5.  

Learned counsel for the petitioner that private respo

way of making false complaints to the police authorities, is trying to take 

forcible possession of his land and the local police is also hand in glove with 

him.  It is submitted that the petitioner has made various complaints to the local 

lice but no action has been taken till date and there is continuous threat to the 

petitioner at the hands of private respondent(s). 

After hearing learned counsel for the petitioner and perusing the 

available record, it is deciphered that there is a c

petitioner and the private respondent(s).  Evidently, the Civil Suit has been 

decreed against the petitioner and the appeal filed by him was dismissed by the 

lower Appellate Court.  Aggrieved against the said judgment

petitioner had already filed RSA No.5361 of 2017, which is pending 
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                ...Petitioner

            ...Respondents

Hon’ble Mr. Justice Rajesh Bhardwaj 

filed the present petition under Articles 226/227

of the Constitution of India for issuance of directions to the respondents 

petitioner and his family members at 

Learned counsel for the petitioner that private respondent no.5, by 

way of making false complaints to the police authorities, is trying to take 

forcible possession of his land and the local police is also hand in glove with 

him.  It is submitted that the petitioner has made various complaints to the local 

lice but no action has been taken till date and there is continuous threat to the 

petitioner at the hands of private respondent(s).  

After hearing learned counsel for the petitioner and perusing the 

available record, it is deciphered that there is a civil dispute between the 

.  Evidently, the Civil Suit has been 

decreed against the petitioner and the appeal filed by him was dismissed by the 

lower Appellate Court.  Aggrieved against the said judgments and decrees, the 

petitioner had already filed RSA No.5361 of 2017, which is pending 
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and his family members at 

ndent no.5, by 

way of making false complaints to the police authorities, is trying to take 

forcible possession of his land and the local police is also hand in glove with 

him.  It is submitted that the petitioner has made various complaints to the local 

lice but no action has been taken till date and there is continuous threat to the 

After hearing learned counsel for the petitioner and perusing the 

ivil dispute between the 

.  Evidently, the Civil Suit has been 

decreed against the petitioner and the appeal filed by him was dismissed by the 

the 

petitioner had already filed RSA No.5361 of 2017, which is pending 
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adjudication before this Court.  The notice re: stay had already been issued by 

this Court in the said RSA.  

3.  

are totally misconceived as the remedy lies to the petitioner in the RSA, which 

he had already availed, and the same is pending adjudication before this Court.  

Hence, this Court finds no merit in the petition and, thus, is not inclined to 

issue any direction, 

4.  
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adjudication before this Court.  The notice re: stay had already been issued by 

this Court in the said RSA.   

Thus, the submissions made by learned counsel for the petitioner 

otally misconceived as the remedy lies to the petitioner in the RSA, which 

he had already availed, and the same is pending adjudication before this Court.  

Hence, this Court finds no merit in the petition and, thus, is not inclined to 

any direction, as prayed for. 

The petition stands dismissed in limine. 

, 2025     
           

 Whether Speaking/Reasoned:
 Whether Reportable: 

    - 2 - 

adjudication before this Court.  The notice re: stay had already been issued by 

Thus, the submissions made by learned counsel for the petitioner 

otally misconceived as the remedy lies to the petitioner in the RSA, which 

he had already availed, and the same is pending adjudication before this Court.  

Hence, this Court finds no merit in the petition and, thus, is not inclined to 

The petition stands dismissed in limine.  

               (Rajesh Bhardwaj) 
              Judge 

Whether Speaking/Reasoned: NO/YES  
 NO/YES 

 

adjudication before this Court.  The notice re: stay had already been issued by 

Thus, the submissions made by learned counsel for the petitioner 

otally misconceived as the remedy lies to the petitioner in the RSA, which 

he had already availed, and the same is pending adjudication before this Court.  

Hence, this Court finds no merit in the petition and, thus, is not inclined to 
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