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RAJWINDER KAUR AND ANOTHER .. PETITIONERS
VS.
STATE OF HARYANA AND OTHERS .. RESPONDENTS

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VIVEK PURI

Present : Mr. Rajnish K.Gupta, Advocate, for the petitioners.

sk sieskeosk

VIVEK PURI, J.(ORAL)

The grievance of the petitioners is to the effect that they are in
live-in-relationship. However, petitioner No.1 is stated to be having a
subsisting marriage and they are apprehending danger to their lives and
liberty at the instance of private respondents.

Learned counsel for the petitioners submits that in this regard,
the petitioners have already submitted a representation dated 02.07.2020
(Annexure P-4) to respondent No.3.

Notice of motion to official respondents only.

Ms. Tanushree Gupta, DAG, Haryana, accepts notice on behalf
of the respondent-State. Copy of paper book be supplied to him during the
course of day through e-mail.

Without making any comment on the genuineness of
allegations, as put forth in the representation dated 02.07.2020 (Annexure
P-4), the instant petition is disposed of with a direction to respondent No.3
to look into the grievance of the petitioner, in accordance with law.

This order is not to be construed as any opinion with regard to
the age of the petitioners or legality or validity of relationship or with regard

to any civil or criminal proceedings.
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