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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-14382-2016
Date of Decision:- 25.07.2016

Sumanwati
....Petitioner
Versus

State of Haryana and others
....Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE RITU BAHRI

Present: = Ms. Ravinder Kaur, Advocate
for Mr. R.S. Randhawa, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Ms. Mahima Yashpal, Asstt. Advocate General, Haryana.

Mr. S.K. Tripathi, Advocate
for respondent Nos.5 to 7.

Mr. M.S. Tewatia, Advocate
for respondent No.8.

shokesksk

RITU BAHRI, J. (Oral)

Replies filed on behalf of respondent Nos.1 to 4 and 8, today in
the Court, are taken on record.

Petitioner has approached this Court for seeking directions to
the respondent Nos.1 to 4 to protect her life and liberty so that she may not

Naresh Kumar be harassed or humiliated by respondent Nos.5 to 13.
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The grievance of the petitioner is that she left her matrimonial
house in the month of April, 2016 and she does not want to live with her
husband, in-laws and her parents due to their cruel behavior. In this regard,
she has made a representation (Annexure P-2) to respondent Nos.2 to 4 for
protection of her life and liberty but no action has been taken till date.

Upon notice, reply has been filed on behalf of respondent Nos.1
to 4 stating therein that FIR No0.270 dated 03.05.2016 under Section 346
IPC was registered at Police Station Sadar Palwal on the complaint of
Harbir son of late Sh. Balbir Singh. After registration of FIR, the police
investigated the matter and the petitioner was recovered on 25.05.2016 and
got recorded her statement under Section 164 Cr.P.C. As per her statement it
was found that she is living separately willfully and nobody confined her
illegally. Therefore, cancellation report has been prepared and submitted
before the Illaga Magistrate.

Reply by way of affidavit has also filed on behalf of respondent
No.8 to the effect that he is living separately with his family and has no
interference with the family affairs of the petitioner and her in-laws.

In view of the above-said facts, no further action is required to

be taken in the present petition, therefore, the same is hereby dismissed.

July 25, 2016 ( RITU BAHRI)
naresh.k JUDGE

Naresh Kumar
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