
IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

 CRWP-6772-2026(O&M)
    Date of decision: 08.06.2026

Tamanna and another 
… Petitioners

Versus
State of Haryana and others

… Respondents

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SANDEEP MOUDGIL

Present: Mr. Divyansh Shukla, Advocate, and
Mr. R.K. Choudhary, Advocate,
for the petitioners.

Ms. Mayuri Lakhanpal Kalia, DAG, Haryana. 
*** 

SANDEEP MOUDGIL, J. (ORAL)

This is a petition under Article 226/227 of the Constitution of

India for issuance of a direction to official respondents to protect the life and

liberty of the petitioners by providing adequate protection to the petitioners

and also directing the private respondents not to interfere in the personal life

and liberty of the petitioners.

2. At  the  outset,  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioners  prays  for

withdrawal  of  the  present  petition  on the  ground that  owing to  changed

circumstances after its filing, the threat perception which existed at the time

of filing of the petition no longer survives. 

3. Prayer is  accepted.  The petition is  dismissed as  having been

withdrawn.

4. Application(s), if any, also stands disposed of. 

              ( SANDEEP MOUDGIL )
                  JUDGE

June 8, 2026
Rajan
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