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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

110
CRWP-3656-2025
Date of decision: 22.04.2025
ISHIKA NANDA AND ANOTHER ....Petitioners
Versus
STATE OF PUNJAB AND OTHERS ...Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SANJAY VASHISTH
Present :  Mr. Pooja, Advocate for the petitioners.
Mr. Amandeep Singh, DAG, Punjab.

SANJAY VASHISTH. J.(Oral)

1. Prayer in the instant petition, filed under Article 226 of the
Constitution of India, is for issuance of direction to the official respondents to
provide protection of lives and liberty to the petitioners, who have married against

the wishes of the private respondents.

2. The details, relevant for decision of the present petition, are tabulated
as under:-
Petitioner No. 1 Petitioner No.2
Name(s) Ishika Nanda Nyson
Age (in 23 28
years)
Date of 04.04.2025
marriage
Rites Hindu
Represented |05.04.2025
on
Submitted to |Senior Superintendent of Police,
Police District Batala, Punjab
Family Respondents No.4 to 6
members
arrayed as
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3. Mr. Rajesh Kapila, Advocate, has appeared on behalf of the
respondents No.4 and 5, and files his Power of Attorney, which is taken on record.
He submits that as per averments taken in para 11 of the petition, it is stated that
both the petitioners are major, unmarried and this is the first marriage of both the
petitioners but in fact petitioner No.2 is already married with one Pinky and he
produces a marriage certificate issued by Full Gospel Churches of India registered
with Societies Registration Act (XXI of 1860) Amendment Act 1957.

3. In the said marriage certificate it is mentioned that marriage between
Pinky and Nyson took place in the last week of May, 2024. The said marriage
certificate is taken on record. Registry is directed to tag the same at an appropriate
place to make this a part of the present petition.

4. This Court has also perused the photographs appended with the
petition, which also creates a big doubt that whether actually petitioner No.2 has
performed marriage or not because no one else is present except the petitioners.

5. Faced with the situation, this Court finds that an attempt has been

made through the instant petition to misled the Court by taking a false averment.

6. Accordingly the present petition is dismissed.
(SANJAY VASHISTH)
22.04.2025 JUDGE
amandeep
Whether speaking/reasoned.  : Yes/No
Whether Reportable. ; Yes/No
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