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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA,
AT CHANDIGARH
226
CRM-M-14392 of 2015
Decided on : 26.05.2016

Kalawati and another
... Petitioners
Versus
U.T. of Chandigarh and others
.. Respondents

CORAM : HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE HARI PAL VERMA

Present :  Mr. M.R.Sharma, Advocate for
Mr.S.K.Kaushik, Advocate
for the petitioner.
Mr.Amandeep S.Gill, APP, U.T,Chandigarh.

1. Whether reporters of local newspapers may be allowed to see judgment?
2. To be referred to reporters or not?

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

Hari Pal Verma, J. (Oral)

Petitioners have filed the present petition under Section 482,
Cr.P.C. seeking direction to respondent No.3 not to harass and humiliate
mentally as well as physically to the petitioners and not to interfere with
their peaceful life and liberty.

It has been alleged that the petitioners are being involved in a
false case and their family members have been taken in custody forcibly by
respondent No.3.

Reply on behalf of respondents No.1 to 3 has already been
filed.

Learned State counsel states that son of the petitioner No.1,
namely, Sandeep Kumar Ohja @ Sai Sandy was found involved in FIR
No.102, dated 11.04.2015, under Sections 147, 149, 332, 353, 307, 395 of
the IPC, 1860 along with Section 3 of Provisions of Property Act and

another FIR No. 101 under Section 3 and 4 of Prevention of Damage to
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Public Property Act has been registered against the son of petitioner No.1.
Learned State counsel further states that in both the cases, challan has
already been presented. So far as FIR No.102 is concerned, the case is at the
evidence stage whereas FIR No.101, the charges are yet to be framed.

Considering the fact that son of the petitioner has been found
involved in the aforesaid FIRs, the prayer of the petitioners that they are
being harassed and humiliated no more survives as the matter is pending
before the trial court. Accordingly, no order is required to be passed.

Petition is disposed of.

[ Hari Pal Verma |
Judge
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