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MAMTA AND ANOTHER ... PETITIONERS
VS.

STATE OF HARYANA AND OTHERS .. RESPONDENTS

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VIVEK PURI

Present :  Mr. Sansar Kundu, Advocate, for the petitioners.

skeskskoskosk

VIVEK PURI, J.(ORAL)

It has been stated by learned counsel for the petitioners that
petitioner No.1 was married earlier and her marriage was dissolved by a
decree of divorce. He further contends that petitioner No.2 has also
instituted a petition for dissolution of marriage against his earlier wife
which is still pending. The petitioners are stated to be in live-in-relationship.
It has been further stated that private respondents are the parents of
petitioner No.1 and want to forcibly get her married elsewhere. A
representation dated 25.07.2020 (Annexure P-3) in this regard has already
been submitted to respondent No.2.

Notice of motion to official respondents only.

Ms. Gaganpreet Kaur, AAG, Haryana., accepts notice on behalf
of the respondent(s)-State.

Without making any further observations with regard to the
genuineness of the allegations, legality and validity of the relationship
between the parties, the petition is disposed of with a direction to the
respondent No. 2 to look into the grievance of the petitioners, as projected

in the aforesaid representation, in accordance with law.
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