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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

W.P.(CRL) 886/2011
RENUKA @ SAMEENA & ANR ... Petitioner
Through  Ms. Meenakshi, Adv. with petitioners
in person.
versus
THE COMMISSIONER OF POLICE & ORS ... Respondent

Through  Mr. Nikhil A. Menon proxy for Mr.
Dayan Krishnan, ASC for State.
Mr. Rajuddin Khan, Adv. for R-2.
R-3 in person.

'CORAM:
HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE MUKTA GUPTA
ORDER
02.11.2011

Petitioners are present in person. Copy of the report of ossification

test has been placed on record. As per the said report on radiological

examination the Petitioner No.1 has been found to be between 16 to 18 years

of age. The same is taken on record.

Since the date of birth mentioned in the school certificate is not as per

the corresponding entry in the date of birth certificate issued by the Registrar

of Birth & Death certificate and as per ossification test the Petitioner No.1 is

16 to 18 years, in my opinion she is entitled to the protection as sought for.

W.P.(CRL) 886/2011 page 1 of 2

Signature Not Verified

the physical file an [page is missing.



a
W

-Since the Petitioners have married of their own free will, Respondent
No.3 or his family members will not interfere in their happy married life. In
case of any specific complaint action thereon will be taken by SHO PS Sonia
Vihar in accordance with law.

Petition is disposed of.

Order dasti.
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MUKTA GUPTA,J
NOVEMBER 02, 2011
CgaQ
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