CRWP-6078-2021

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRWP-6078-2021.
Date of Decision:-08.09.2021.

Preeti Kaur
...... Petitioner

Versus

State of Punjab and others
...... Respondent

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE VIKAS BAHL
seskeosksk
Present: Mr. Rakesh Gupta, Advocate for the petitioner.

Ms. Bhavna Gupta, DAG, Punjab.

(Through Video Conferencing)

oskeskok

VIKAS BAHL,, J. (Oral)

This is a criminal writ petition under Articles 226/227 of the
Constitution of India for issuance of a writ in the nature of mandamus
directing respondent No.2 to protect the life and liberty of the petitioner.

On 06.07.2021, a Coordinate Bench of this Court was pleased
to pass the following order:-

“Case taken up through video conferencing.

Notice of motion.

Mr. J.S. Ghuman, DAG, Punjab, accepts notice on

behalf of the respondent -State.

Let service of respondents No.4 to 7 be got effected

through ordinary process, registered AD post, courier service
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and through electronic means by the next date of hearing,
fixed as 25.08.2021.

In the meanwhile, Senior Superintendent of Police,
Sangrur is directed to take necessary steps to ensure that no
physical harm is caused to the petitioner at the hands of
private respondents or persons claiming under them.
06.07.2021"

Learned State counsel has submitted that the petitioner has got
her statement recorded on 14.07.2021 in the inquiry proceedings being
conducted by ASI Harminder Singh, Police Station Sadar, Sangrur, to the
effect that at present, she is not apprehending any danger to her life from
the private respondents and that she does not need any protection.

Keeping in view the above said facts, moreso, the statement of
the petitioner dated 14.07.2021, the present petition has been rendered
infructuous.

Disposed of as infructuous.

However, in case the petitioner has any such apprehension in
future, she can make a representation to respondent No.2 and respondent
No.2, after considering the threat perception, is direction to look into the

same and if required, take appropriate action, in accordance with law.

(VIKAS BAHL)
JUDGE
September 08, 2021.
sandeep
Whether speaking/reasoned:- Yes/No
Whether Reportable:- Yes/No
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