SHIVANI

2019.12.12 14:19

| attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this document

Chandigarh Sr.No.109

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRWP-1554-2019
Date of decision:11.12.2019

Nikita and another
... Petitioner(s)

versus

State of Haryana and others
... Respondent (s)

Coram:  Hon'ble Mr. Justice Jasgurpreet Singh Puri

Present: Mr. R.K.Hooda, Advocate
for the petitioners.

Mr. Sulinder Kumar, AAG, Haryana.

Jasgurpreet Singh Puri, J.(Oral)

On 04.12.2019, this Court had directed the Superintendent of
Police, Hisar to file specific affidavit with regard to the whereabouts of the
petitioners and their status as on today.

Learned counsel for the petitioners had earlier also stated that
he had no instructions from the petitioners and they could not be contacted.
Today also he has stated that he has no instructions from the petitioners as
they have not contacted.

Report by way of affidavit of Joginder Singh HPS, Deputy
Superintendent of Police, Narnaund on behalf of respondents No.1 to 3 has
been filed today in Court and the same is taken on record. It has been stated
in the report that he had visited to the residence of petitioner No.2 village
Bhaklana where the petitioners were found present and their statements
were recorded. It is further stated in the affidavit that as per the statements
of the petitioners, they have solemnized the marriage with their own sweet

wishes and are living at village Bhaklana, Tehsil Bass, District Hisar and
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that they do not have any kind of threat as they are living with the parents of
petitioner No.2 happily. It is further stated in the affidavit that statement of
petitioner No.2 was also recorded who stated that they have no objection
and petitioners are residing with them. It is further stated in the affidavit
that Police Inspector visited the residence of private respondents also at
village Rohat, District Sonepat and recorded their statements in which
private respondents stated that Nikita i.e. petitioner No.2 has solemnized the
marriage with Gyaneshwar without their wishes. However, they have no
objection with this marriage and that it was further stated by them that they
have socially boy cotted Nikita but the petitioners will not face dire
consequence on their part.

In view of the affidavit filed by the learned State counsel,

nothing survives in the present petition. Therefore, the same is dismissed.

11" December, 2019 [JASGURPREET SINGH PURI]
Shivani Kaushik JUDGE
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