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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+  W.P.(CRL)894/2011

RITIKA MUNDRA&ORS e Petitioner
Through: ~ Mr. Manoj Kumar Sharma, Advocate
versus .
STATEOFN.C.T.OF DELHI & ANR ... Respondent

Through: ~ Mr. Amit Singh Rathore, Advocate for
Mr. Saleem Ahmed, Additional
Standing Counsel with SI Vijay Kumar,
PS Gazipur, Delhi.
Mr. Rajesh Pathak and Mr. Sanjay
Kathuria, Advocates for Respondent
No 4 with Respondent No. 4 in person.

CORAM:
HON’BLE MS. JUSTICE MUKTA GUPTA
ORDER
% 21.10.2011

Respondent No 4 and his wife, that is, the parents of Petitioner No. 1 are
present in the Court and they state that the Petitioner No. 1 is major. They
further state that he had lodged a missing report however, since now they have
come to know that their daughter i.e. Petitioner No. 1 has married Petitioner
No.2 of her own free will, they will not pursue the said missing report and they
have no complaint whatsoever against the Petitioners. They also state that they
will not interfere in the happy married life of the Petitioners.

In view of the statement of the Respondent No. 4 and his wife, the

Petitioners who are present in Court, do not wish to press the present petition.
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MUKTA GUPTA, J.

Petition is dismissed as not pressed. Order dasti.
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