107 2025'PHHC:070214

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRWP-5349-2025
DECIDED ON: 23.05.2025

RANJAN KUMARI AND ANOTHER
..... PETITIONERS

VERSUS

STATE OF PUNJAB AND OTHERS
..... RESPONDENTS

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SANDEEP MOUDGIL
Present: Mr. Bhagat Singh Ghuman, Advocate and
Mr. Rana Ghuman, Advocate

for the petitioners.

Mr. Jastej Singh, Addl. A.G., Punjab.
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SANDEEP MOUDGIL, J (ORAL)

The jurisdiction of this Court has been invoked under Article
226 of Constitution of India, 1950 for issuance of writ in the nature of
mandamus directing the official respondents No.2 & 3, to protect the life and
liberty of the Petitioners as guaranteed under Article 21 of Constitution of
India, 1950 and to provide adequate security and protection to the petitioners
who anticipate grave and imminent threat at the hands of respondent No.4 as
they are living in live-in- relationship against the wishes of respondent No.4.

Notice of motion.

On the asking of the Court, Mr. Jastej Singh, Addl. A.G., Punjab
accepts notice on behalf of the respondent-State and has produced a copy of
speaking order dated NIL, however, the same is found to be unsatisfactory

by this Court.
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The petitioners who are present in Court, are directed to appear
before SHO, Police Station Focal Point, Ludhiana, who further directed to
give personal hearing to both the petitiones and thereafter, shall decide the
representation dated 09.05.2025 (Annexure P-3) afresh with comprehensive
particulars that too also after calling upon respondent No.4 namely Bowa
Mukhiya, son of unknown, resident of Murkuchiya, Kisanpur, Ward No.01,
District Supaul, State of Bihar. A copy of the fresh speaking order so passed,
shall be communicated to the petitioners on that very date itself.

In light of the above, learned counsel for the petitioners does
not want to press the instant petition any further.

The present petition stands dismissed as not pressed.

However, the petitioners would be at liberty to file appeal, as is
stipulated in the Standard Operating Procedure as per law, in case of any

grievance left after passing of the speaking order.

(SANDEEP MOUDGIL)
23.05.2025 JUDGE
Poonam Negi
Whether speaking/reasoned Yes/No

Whether reportable Yes/No
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