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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRWP-991-2021
Date of decision-22.02.2021

Pooja and another ...Petitioners
Vs.
State of Haryana and others ...Respondents

CORAM:- HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE MANOJ BAJAJ

Present: Mr. Manvinder Sidhu, Advocate for the petitioners.
kkk
MANOJ BAJAJ, J.

By means of this writ petition under Article 226 Constitution of
India, petitioners have prayed for issuance of directions to respondent Nos.1
to 3 to protect their life and liberty from respondent Nos.4 to 7, as they have
solemnized marriage on 28.01.2021 against their wishes.

Learned counsel for the petitioners has argued that the
petitioners are known to each other for the last three years who fell in love
and decided to marry. According to him, the alliance of the petitioners being
inter-religion was opposed by parents of Pooja (petitioner No.1) and
therefore, they performed marriage on 28.01.2021 against their wishes. He
submits that the petitioners are receiving threats from the parents of Pooja
and they had given representation dated 25.01.2021 (Annexure P-3) to
Superintendent of Police, Sirsa, but till date no action has been taken. He
prays that necessary directions be issued to official respondents.

After hearing learned counsel for the petitioners, this Court

finds that the representation was given on 25.01.2021 and the alleged
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marriage took place on 28.01.2021. The apprehension expressed by the
petitioners is not supported by any convincing material, particularly when
their relations or the marriage ceremony performed on 28.01.2021 were
never obstructed by the private respondents. Apart from this, the relevant
details and particulars of the alleged phone calls made by the parents of the
petitioner No.1 are neither contained in the writ petition nor in the
representation.

Since the averments in the writ petition are vague, therefore,

this Court does not find it to be a fit case for exercising the extra ordinary

writ jurisdiction.
Dismissed.
(MANOJ BAJA))
JUDGE
22.02.2021
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