IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM No.M-45434-2016 (O&M)
Date of decision:06.03.2017

Kamni & another ... Petitioners
Versus

Union Territory, Chandigarh & others ... Respondents

CORAM:- HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE TEJINDER SINGH DHINDSA.

Present:-  Mr. H.S. Multani, Advocate for the petitioner.

Mr. Sukant Gupta, Additional APP, U.T. Chandigarh.

TEJINDER SINGH DHINDSA, J.

The instant petition was preferred under Section 482 Cr.P.C.
praying for issuance of directions to the official respondents to provide
adequate security and protection to the petitioners as they have voiced an
apprehension of danger and threat to their life and liberty at the hands of the
private respondents No.4 to 8 on account of having entered into matrimony
against the wishes of their elders.

On 19.12.2016 when this petition came up for preliminary
hearing, while issuing notice of motion, respondent No.2 i.e. Senior
Superintendent of Police, Chandigarh was directed to consider the
representation at Annexure P-5 that had already been submitted by the
petitioners.

Learned counsel appearing for the U.T. Chandigarh has
furnished for perusal of this Court during the course of hearing today a
communication dated 17.01.2017 from the office of the Senior

Superintendent of Police, U.T. Chandigarh and addressed to the Assistant
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Registrar (Criminal), Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh and a
perusal of the same would reveal that the matter has been looked into by the
SDPO (East) and the statements of the petitioners/couple has been recorded
and in which they have stated that at present, they do not have any danger
from anyone and are residing peacefully at House No0.2076, Sector 28-C,
Chandigarh. Furthermore, the SHO of the area has been instructed to
provide necessary help to the petitioners/couple as and when they approach
the local police for protection.

In the light of such categoric stand taken on behalf of U.T.

Chandigarh, no further directions are required to be passed.

Disposed of.
06.03.2017 (TEJINDER SINGH DHINDSA)
harjeet JUDGE
i) Whether speaking/reasoned? Yes

iil)  Whether reportable? No
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