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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRWP-2105-2021
Date of decision-03.03.2021

Komal Kumari ...Petitioner
Vs.
State of Punjab and others ...Respondents
CORAM:- HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE MANOJ BAJAJ
Present: Mr. Yashjot Singh Dhaliwal Advocate for the petitioner.

*kk

MANOJ BAJAJ, J.

By means of this writ petition filed under Articles 226
Constitution of India, petitioner has prayed for issuance of directions to
respondent Nos.1 to 3 to protect her life and liberty from private respondent
Nos.4 to 7.

Learned counsel for the petitioner has argued that petitioner is
major and she is facing threats from the private respondents, who are
respective parents and grand parents of petitioner, as they are bent upon to
marry her by force and against her wishes. It is further submitted that father
of petitioner used to give beatings to her and her siblings, therefore, on
15.12.2020, petitioner ran away from her house and is now living with one
lady, namely, Ms. Manjeet Dhillon at Amritsar. As per the pleadings,
respondent Nos.4 and 5 threatened the petitioner telephonically that they will
implicate her in a false case. In this regard, a representation dated
27.12.2020 (Annexure P-3) has been submitted to Station House Officer,

Amritsar by the petitioner, but no action has been taken so far. He prays for
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issuance of necessary directions.

After hearing the learned counsel, this Court finds that the
petitioner has not produced any medical record or complaint to substantiate
the allegations of beatings by respondent No.4 (father of petitioner). Apart
from this, the relevant details and particulars of the alleged phone calls made
by the parents of the petitioner are neither contained in the writ petition nor
in the representation. As per the pleadings, petitioner has only expressed
apprehension that a false case would be lodged against her, therefore, this

Court does not find it to be a fit case for exercise of extra ordinary writ

jurisdiction.
Dismissed.
(MANOJ BAJA)J)
JUDGE
03.03.2021
vanita
Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes No

Whether Reportable : Yes No
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