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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH
CRM-M-61620-2024
DECIDED ON: 09.12.2024
SHIVANI SHARMA
..... PETITIONER
VERSUS
STATE OF HARYANA AND OTHERS
..... RESPONDENTS

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SANDEEP MOUDGIL

Present: Mr. Pardeep Goyal, Advocate
for the petitioner.

SANDEEP MOUDGIL, J (ORAL)

1. The jurisdiction of this Court has been invoked under Section 528 of
BNSS, 2023 for issuance of direction to respondents No.1 to 4 to investigate into
the case bearing FIR N0.0599 dated 13.11.2024, under Sections 127(6) of BNS,
2023, registered at Police Station Sector-8, Faridaband (Annexure P-1).

2. This above-said FIR is registered on 13.11.2024 and less than a
month has been lapsed by now, wherein the petitioner has approached this Court
seeking directions to investigate into the matter against respondents No.l1 to 4
including Commissioner of Police, Faridabad and Director General of Police,
Haryana.

3. On perusal of the FIR, it is evident that the petitioner’s husband called
her from his own mobile phone at around 12.30 PM, who is using two mobile
numbers i.e., 9810871470 and 9821052081 and at that time, the petitioner was

informed on a video call made by his son that he is in Haridwar and his phone
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battery is about to die and he will switch off his phone.

4. When countered by this Court, learned counsel for the petitioner
submits that though the petitioner is making efforts to search for her missing
husband, but is not aware that the petitioner has made any such effort to search for
her husband in Haridwar.

5. Notice of motion.

6. Mr. Baljinder Singh Virk, Sr. DAG Haryana, accepts notice on behalf
of respondent/State, who submit that the police is investigating the matter and is
making all efforts to locate the husband of petitioner.

7. Though, it is less than a month time has just passed away from the
date of making the complaint by the petitioner, this petition seems to have been
preferred in haste without giving the Investigating Agency any reasonable time to
complete the investigation and search or trace a person.

8. In the light of above, the petition is dismissed as premature, which

has been preferred in haste.

(SANDEEP MOUDGIL)
09.12.2024 JUDGE
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Whether speaking/reasoned  Yes/No
Whether reportable Yes/No
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