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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH

CRWP-2696-2024
Date of decision: 22.03.2024

TAMANNA AND ANOTHER ....Petitioners
Versus
STATE OF PUNJAB AND OTHERS ...Respondents

CORAM:- HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SANJIV BERRY

Present: - Mr. H.P.S. Bhinder, Advocate for the petitioners.

skeskoskok

SANJIV BERRY, J. (ORAL)

1. The present petition under Article 226 of Constitution of India
has been preferred by the petitioners seeking issuance of writ in the nature of
mandamus directing the official respondents to protect the life and liberty of
the petitioners at the hands of private respondents No.3 and 4.

2. Notice of motion.

3. On the asking of the Court, Mr. Ankit Grewal, DAG, Punjab,
who is present in Court, accepts notice on behalf of the respondent-State and
on instructions from ASI Nirmaljeet Singh, P.S. Sujanpur (Rural) has
produced in Court a copy of statement of the petitioner to the fact that earlier
she had apprehension from the private respondents but now she has no
apprehension from them and does not require any protection as of now.

4, Faced with this situation, learned counsel for the petitioner has

sought withdrawal of the present petition at this stage with liberty to file the
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same afresh with better particulars, if so required, in future.

5. Dismissed as withdrawn.
(SANJIV BERRY)
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