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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-26072-2023
Date of Decision:22.05.2023

ANKUSHARORA ... PETITIONER
VERSUS
STATE OF HARYANA AND OTHERS ..... RESPONDENTS

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARPREET SINGH BRAR

L

Present: Mr. Pawan Kumar, Advocate for the petitioner
fkk

HARPREET SINGH BRAR, J.

Prayer in the instant petition under Section 482 Cr.P.C. is for
issuance of directions to respaszondents No. 1 to 3 to enquire into the
complaint of the petitioner and also to take appropriate action against
respondents No. 4 to 11 who are harassing and threatening the petitioner and
restraining him from attending the court proceedings.

Learned counsel for the petitioner inter alia contends that there
is a serious threat to the life and liberty of petitioner at the hands of private
respondents No. 4 to 11. Therefore, he has prayed for the protection of his
life and liberty.

Undisputedly, there is a matrimonial dispute between the
petitioner and respondent No.4- his wife, who had filed a petition under
Section 125 Cr.P.C. for grant of maintenance under Domestic Violence Act
and the said case is pending before the competent court of jurisdiction at

conra nad@rkardooma Courts, Delhi. When petitioner had gone to attend the court
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proceedings on 28.01.2023 he was beaten up by some strangers at the
railway station and he filed a written complaint before the concerned police
station but no action has been taken by the Delhi police. Respondent No.4,
wife of the petitioner, has lodged an FIR No. 82 dated 01.04.2022, under
Sections 323, 406, 498-A, 506 IPC, registered at Police Station Women,
Yamuna Nagar and the trial is pending before the Judicial Magistrate 1*
Class, Yamuna Nagar at Jagadhri. The petitioner apprehends that he will be
eliminated whenever he would go to attend the Court proceedings in the
above mentioned FIR and he has moved a representation ( Annexure P-3)
before the respondent No.2-Superintendent of Police, Yamuna Nagar on
18.05.2023 but no action has been taken.

A perusal of Annexure P-3 indicates that the incident which has
taken place on 28.01.2023, has been highlighted and no other specific
incident or reason is mentioned in Annexure P-3 with regard to his
harassment which has taken place within the jurisdiction of police at
Yamuna Nagar.

This Court finds that the present petition requires to be
dismissed because the apprehension as indicated in Annexure P-3 is over
imaginative and unreasonable and this Court does not find any ground to
issue any direction as sought by the petitioner in this petition.

Accordingly this petition is dismissed.
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