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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRWP-4872-2024
Date of Decision:- 18.09.2024

Martha and Another ... Petitioners
Vs,

State of Punjab and Others ... Respondents

CORAM:- HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE AMARJOT BHATTI

Present:-  None for the petitioners.
Mr. Kewal Singh, Addl, A.G. Punjab.

Mr. Amit Kashyap, Advocate for respondents No. 6 and 8.
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AMARJOT BHATTI, J. (Oral)

1. Status report filed by respondent-State is taken on record,
subject to just exceptions.

2, Petitioners Martha and Harmanpreet Singh have filed petition
under Article 226 of Constitution of India for issuance of writ in the nature
of Mandamus, directing respondents No. 2 and 3 to protect their life and
liberty from the hands of respondents No. 4 to 8. Protection was provided
as per order dated 24.05.2024 and status report was called. Thereafter, both
petitioners appeared in Court on 13.08.2024 and jointly stated that they do
not have any threat perception qua respondents No. 4 to 6 and 8. However,
Chander Mohan alias Kala-respondent No. 7 was still interfering in their
married life. In pursuance of this, supplementary status report was called
tor with the direction to record statement of respondent No. 7.

3. Today, alongwith status report, statement of respondent No. 7-
Chander Mohan alias Kala is also placed on record who categorically

waur siarma Stated that he will not interfere in married life of petitioners,
2024.09.20 10:47

I attest to the accuracy and

integrity of this document



LALIT SHARMA

CRWP-4872-2024 -2-

4. Respondent No. 7-Chander Mohan alias Kala is also present in
Court and confirmed the facts stated in his statement recorded by police.
5. Today, nobody has turned up on behalf of petitioners, despite
calling the case twice.
6. Considering the status report as well as statements of
respondents as referred above, there is no threat perception. Therefore,
present petition seeking protection has rendered infructuous and
accordingly, disposed of.

In case, there is any threat perception to petitioners, they can
always approach respondents No. 2 and 3, who will take appropriate action,

considering threat perception.

7. Pending miscellaneous application(s), if any, stand disposed of
accordingly.
(AMARJOT BHATTI)
JUDGE

18.09.2024
lalit

Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No

Whether reportable : Yes/No
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