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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH
256 CRWP-1013-2024
Date of Decision : February 29, 2024
LIYAKAT AND ANR.
..... Petitioners
VERSUS

STATE OF HARYANA AND OTHERS

..... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDEEP TIWARI

Present :  Mr. Vikrant Koundal, Advocate for
Mr. Mazlish Khan, Advocate
for the petitioners.

Mr. Abhinash Jain, DAG, Haryana.

Mr. Afjal Hussain, Advocate
for respondents No. 5 to 11.

KULDEEP TIWARI, J. (Oral)

1. Through the instant petition, prayer is made for issuance of a
mandamus upon the official respondents to protect the life and liberty of
the present petitioners at the hands of respondents No.4 to 12 and not to

harass or interfere in their life.

2. It is claimed by the petitioners that they are living in a 'Live-
in-relationship.! Petitioner No.l is already married and having two
children has started living with petitioner No.2, who is unmarried.

3. In pursuance of the directions issued by this Court,
reply/status report by way of affidavit of Superintendent of Police,
District Palwal, has been filed and according to the same, a missing
report qua petitioner No.2 has been registered at the behest of brother of

petitioner No.2, which is attached with the present status report as
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Annexure R-1. From the Report Annexure R-1, it transpires that there is
no threat perception to the life and liberty of the present petitioners. The
relevant part of para No.5 of the report reads as under:-

“The SHO PS Bahin has reported in his
inquiry report dated 3.2.2024 (Annexure R-1) that in
view of the statements of above said persons and inputs
from the village of both the petitioners, the petitioners do
not have any threat perception as alleged by them in the
petition. They have filed this petition on the basis of
mere assumptions and presumptions and it appears that
they want to obliquely obtain the seal of this Hon'ble

Court with regard to their relationship.”
4. In view of the specific reply filed by the State, no further

action is required and, therefore, the instant petition is ordered to be

dismissed.
5. Disposed of as having been rendered infructuous.
(KULDEEP TIWARI)
February 29, 2024 JUDGE
ajay-1
Whether speaking/reasoned. : Yes/No

Whether Reportable. ; Yes/No
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