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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRWP-2622-2024
DECIDED ON: 05.04.2024

REETA
..... PETITIONER

VERSUS

STATE OF HARYANA AND OTHERS
..... RESPONDENT

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SANDEEP MOUDGIL

Present: Mr. Sahil Parmar, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. G.S. Dhillon, AAG, Haryana.

Mr. Jatinder Malik, Advocate
for respondents No.5 and 7.

SANDEEP MOUDGIL, J (ORAL)

1. Prayer in the present petition is for issuance of a writ in the nature of
Habeas Corpus for appointment of Warrant Officer for the release of the detenu
namely Parshant, who has been illegally detained by respondents No. 5 to 9.

2. This Court while issuing notice of motion on 20.03.2024, following

order was passed:-

“The jurisdiction of this Court under Section 226/227 of the
Constitution of India has been invoked for issuance of a Writ in the
nature of Habeas Corpus for appointment of a Warrant Officer for the
release of the detenue namely Parshant aged about 26 years, who is
stated to be in illegal confinement of respondents No.5 to 9, who are
none other than his father and his family members.

Notice of motion to the official respondents only at this

stage.
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On the asking of Court, Mr. Baljinder Singh Virk, Sr. DAG
Haryana, who is appearing on advance notice accepted the same on
behalf of official respondents. Copy of the paper book be supplied to
learned State counsel during the course of day. Learned State counsel
is directed to produce the alleged detenu in the Court on the next date
of hearing.

List on 05.04.2024.”

3. In compliance of the afore-said direction the alleged detenu has been
produced in Court, who stated that he wants to live in the company of petitioner.
Respondents No.5 and 7, who are father and brother-in-law (Jija) of the alleged
detenu, are present in Court today and have stated that they have no objection in
case the alleged detenu joins the company of the petitioner.

4. In view of above, no further order is required to be passed.

Accordingly, the present petition has been rendered infructuous and is disposed off,

as such.
5. Ordered accordingly.

(SANDEEP MOUDGIL)
05.04.2024 JUDGE
Sham/Poonam Negi

Whether speaking/reasoned  Yes/No
Whether reportable Yes/No
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