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118 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRWP-1684-2021 (O&M)
Date of decision-18.02.2021

Amandeep Kaur @ Jamna and another ...Petitioners
Vs.
State of Punjab and others ...Respondents

CORAM:- HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE MANOJ BAJAJ

Present: Ms. Jyoti Rani, Advocate for the petitioners.
kkk
MANOJ BAJAJ, J.

Through this writ petition, the petitioners are praying for a writ
of mandamus by way of directions to the respondent Nos.l to 3 for
protecting their lives from respondent Nos.4 to 11 as they have performed
marriage against their wishes.

Learned counsel for the petitioner has argued that the petitioners
solemnized marriage on 03.02.2021 and they are facing threats from the
family members of petitioner No.1-Amandeep Kaur. She submits that on the
same same day i.e.03.02.2021, a representation was given to the Senior
Superintendent of Police (Rural), District Patiala, but till date no action has
been taken upon the same. She has further argued that the brother of
petitioner No.1-Happi (respondent No.4) is against this alliance as he is
interested in the Fixed Deposit of Rs.80,000/- lying in the account of
petitioner No.l. She submits that the necessary directions be issued to the
official respondents for providing protection to the petitioners.

During the course of hearing, it is not disputed by learned
counsel that petitioner No.2 is already married but according to her, he

obtained a Panchayati divorce from his previous wife-Rajwinder Kaur.
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After hearing learned counsel for the petitioners and perusing
the representation, this Court finds that the apprehension expressed by the
petitioners is vague and lacks necessary particulars. The representation
neither contains the name of the private respondents nor the manner and
mode of alleged threat has been described. The averments made in the
petitioner do not inspire any confidence, therefore, this Court does not find it

to be a fit case for exercise of extra ordinary writ jurisdiction.

Dismissed.
(MANOJ BAJA)J)
JUDGE
18.02.2021
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Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes No

Whether Reportable : Yes No
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