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  Ms. Amarjit Kaur, Advocate for the petitioner.  
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**** 

 

ANOOP CHITKARA, J. (ORAL) 

  

 Learned State counsel has referred to Annexure R-2/T, i.e. the statement of 

the petitioner, which is a part of the reply stating therein that there is no threat 

perception.  

 Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the petition has been 

rendered infructuous.  

 Given above, the present petition is disposed of having been infructuous  

with liberty to the petitioner to approach this Court and file a fresh petition in case any 

threat perception arises in future. All pending applications, if any, stand disposed of.  

 

 

      (ANOOP CHITKARA)    
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