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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRWP No.740 of 2015
Date of Decision: 09.07.2015

RAJESH KUMAR
...... Petitioner
Vs

STATE OF HARYANA AND ORS
..... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJ MOHAN SINGH

Present: Mr. Ajay Arora, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Arun Luthra, A.A.G., Haryana.

Mr. D.S. Bishnoi, Advocate
for respondents No.4 to 6.

*kkk

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

In this petition criminal writ petition prayer was made to
release the detenue namely Poonam from illegal detention of
respondents No.4 to 6.

Notice was issued on 12.05.2015. A status report submitted
by Satya Pal, HPS, Deputy Superintendent of Police, Dabwali has
been filed in which it is submitted that Poonam is wife of respondent
No.4-Subhash. There is apparent matrimonial discord between
couple. FIR No.81 dated 08.03.2015 under Section 346 was got

registered against present petitioner Rajesh Kumar son of Sher
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Singh. In turn one FIR No.101 dated 24.03.2015 was registered at

the instance of brother of present petitioner against respondent
No.4/husband of detenue for the offence under Sections 147, 149
and 364 IPC.

In earlier FIR, Police has submitted a cancellation report,
however the second FIR No.101 dated 24.03.2015 under Sections
147, 149 and 364 |IPC is still pending.

Petitioner also filed one CRM-M No.11628 of 2015, in

which this Court vide order dated 09.04.2015 directed respondent
No.2-Superintendent of Police, Sirsa to look into the grievance in
accordance with law.

Taking stock of aforesaid facts, since the alleged detenue is
in her matrimonial house, her presence in matrimonial house cannot
be termed to be illegal detention. For rest of infer se grievances
between the parties, a direction has already been issued by this
Court to respondent No.2 to look into the affairs.

In view of aforesaid, no further orders are required to be
passed in this case.

Disposed of.

July 09, 2015 (RAJ MOHAN SINGH)
Atik JUDGE
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