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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M No0.20926 of 2015
Date of Decision: 07.07.2015

HEENA & ANR
...... Petitioners
Vs

STATE OF HARYANA & ORS
..... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJ MOHAN SINGH

Present: Mr. Gaurav Gaur, Advocate
for the petitioners.

*kk*

1. Whether Reporters of local papers may be allowed to see the
judgment ?

2. To be referred to the Reporters or not ?

3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest?

RAJ MOHAN SINGH, J. (Oral)

Petitioners have filed this petition under Section 482 of the
Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973 for issuance of directions to
official respondents to protect their life and liberty from the hands of

private respondents.

Petitioners claim themselves to be major and have
solemnized marriage against the wishes of their parents on
28.06.2015. Factum of marriage has been pleaded with reference to
marriage certificate and photographs (Annexures P-5 and P-6
respectively).

Petitioners have shown apprehension in respect of their

life, liberty and property at the hands of respondents No.5 and 6 who
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are the parents of girl.

Learned counsel for the petitioners states that petitioners
could not file any representation before respondent No.3 as they are
run away couple and were not in a position to approach the Police
Authorities because father of petitioner No.1 is a property dealer
having proximity with high-ups in Police Administration.

Be that as it may, let this petition itself be considered to be
a representation on behalf of petitioners. Petitioners may approach
respondent No.3-Superintendent of Police, Yamuna Nagar with this
petition.

In case such a course is adopted respondent No.3-
Superintendent of Police, Yamuna Nagar would be obligated to look
into the grievance of the petitioners and devise his own mechanism
in order to extract veracity in the allegations made in the petition. If
need be respondent No.3 may pass appropriate order in the context
of protection of life, liberty and property of the petitioner.

Petition stands disposed of in the above terms.

July 02, 2015 (RAJ MOHAN SINGH)
Atik JUDGE
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