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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT

CHANDIGARH
(224)
CRM-M-53941-2021
Date of Decision:-10.02.2022.
Lakhwinder Kaur
...... Petitioner
Versus
State of Punjab and others
...... Respondents

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SURESHWAR THAKUR
seskskosk
Present: Mr. Saurav K. Manchanda, Advocate for the petitioner.

Mr. Bhupender Beniwal, AAG, Punjab.

(Through Video Conferencing)

skeskoksk

SURESHWAR THAKUR, J. (Oral)

In the instant petition, a prayer is made for a mandamus being
issued upon co-respondent Nos.2 and 3 to make a decision in accordance
with law, upon the petitioner’s representations dated 09.11.2021 and
10.11.202 (Annexures P-1 and P-2).

Though this Court would have directed respondent Nos.1 to 3
to make a speaking decision within a time-bound manner, upon the
petitioner’s representations (Annexures P-1 and P-2), however, learned
State counsel submits that after an inquiry made upon Annexures P-1 and
P-2, the Inquiry Officer has directed the initiation of proceedings under
Sections 107 and 151 Cr.P.C. against the accused concerned.

Therefore, in view of the above made statement at the bar, the
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instant petition does not survive and is disposed of as such.

However, liberty is yet reserved to the petitioner to recourse all
available remedies, in accordance with law. Moreover, if any life
endangering threat is meted to the petitioner by the private respondents,
thereupon, it is open for the petitioner to make a petition before the
authorities concerned, and the latter, on receiving the petition concerned,

shall in accordance with law, make a speaking decision thereon.

(SURESHWAR THAKUR)
JUDGE
February 10, 2022.
sandeep
Whether speaking/reasoned:- Yes/No
Whether Reportable:- Yes/No
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