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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-12584-2021
Date of Decision: 23.04.2021

Navneet Kaur
.. Petitioner

Vs.

State of Punjab and others
..Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE MANOJ BAJAJ
Present: Mr. Tarun Sharma, Advocate for the petitioner.

Mr. Pankaj Garg, Advocate for respondent No.4

Manoj Bajaj, J. (Oral)
This petition has been filed under Section 482 Cr.P.C. seeking

issuance of directions to respondent Nos.2 and 3 to take legal action against
respondent No.4, as he is demanding Rs.5 lacs from the petitioner by
blackmailing and threatening her on the pretext of uploading her
photographs on internet.

Learned counsel for the petitioner has argued that the petitioner
being a divorcee came in contact with respondent No.4 in October, 2020
through internet and developed friendship with him. He contends that since
respondent No.4 was having relationship with many other women,
therefore, the petitioner severed her relations with him. According to him,
respondent No.4 is now threatening the petitioner and in this regard, a
representation dated 22.01.2021 (Annexure P-1) has already been given to
SSP, Moga for taking action against respondent No.4, however, no action
has been taken upon the same, therefore, the petitioner has approached this

Court. He prays for issuance of necessary directions.
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The arguments of the learned counsel for the petitioner have
been refuted by the learned counsel for respondent No.4 on the ground that
the petitioner had already borrowed Rs.4 lacs from respondent No.4 and
when he demanded back his money, she has falsely implicated him by
giving false representation against him to the SSP, Moga.

After hearing the learned counsel for the parties and
considering the representation dated 22.01.2021, this Court finds that the
averments made by the petitioner are not supported with convincing
material. Since, the alternative remedy is available with the petitioner,

therefore, this Court is not inclined to exercise the inherent powers under

Section 482 Cr.P.C.
Dismissed.
(MANOJ BAJAJ)
23.04.2021 JUDGE
Jasmine Kaur
Whether speaking/reasoned Yes No
Whether reportable Yes No
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