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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+  W.P.(CRL) 3292/2016 and Crl.M.A. No. 17783/2016 

 NAVEEN & ANR. 

..... Petitioner 

    Through:  Mr. M.M.Singh, Advocate  
 
    versus 
 
 STATE OF NCT OF DELHI & ORS. 

..... Respondent 

Through: Ms. Srilina Roy, Advocate with ASI 
Tej Ram, PS Najafgarh.  

 
 
 CORAM: 

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VIPIN SANGHI 

 

 O R D E R 

% 06.03.2017 

 
 Respondent No.3 has been served.  However, it is reported that he is 

not well and that is why he has not come to the Court.   The mother and 

other brother Rahul Kumar of petitioner No.2 are present.  They state that 

they have no concern with the petitioners and that they have not issued and 

will not issue any threats or coercion to the petitioners on account of the fact 

that they had got married.   

 Learned counsel for the petitioners submits that the petitioners have 

not received any threats or coercion from respondent No.3 or the other 

family members of petitioner No.2.  

 In view of the aforesaid, the petition stands disposed of as 



infructuous.  However, in case the petitioners perceive any threat from 

respondent No.3 or any other family members of petitioner No.2, the calls 

made by the petitioner shall be attended to promptly by respondent No.1. 

 The petition stands disposed of in the aforesaid terms.  

 

 

VIPIN SANGHI, J 

MARCH 06, 2017 
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