204 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M No0.39176 of 2016 (O&M)
Date of decision : August 11, 2017

Sharmila and another ... Petitioners
Versus
State of Haryana and others ... Respondents
CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH
Present:- None for the petitioners.
Mr. R.K. Makkad, DAG, Haryana.
1. Whether the Reporters of local newspaper may be allowed to
see the judgment ?

To be referred to the Reporter or not.
3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the digest ?

N

KULDIP SINGH J. (ORAL)

Learned State counsel states that the petitioners had made
statements before the police to the effect that they do not need any
protection and that they have been married by their parents as per their
custom.

Today, none has appeared for the petitioners to press the
present petition.

Dismissed for want of prosecution.

(KULDIP SINGH)
JUDGE
August 11, 2017
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