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Vimala Sharma & Ors, v,
L State of Kamataka & Anr,

; armanpreet Singh Ahluwalia and Otheys S5

11. ; - v. State of Pypj

v (2009) SLT 341=I1 (2009) DLT (Cri) 757 (8 unjab and Others
, C)=1(2009 ’

Refer? ed) ) DMC 832 (SC)
sare of Karnataka and Another v. Pastor . (Para 23)

1 v % P‘

CCR 184 (SC). (Referred) Raju, v (2006)SLT 708=111 (2006)
(" P. Subhash v. Inspector of Police, Ch ; (Para 26)
| (2013) CCR 509 (SC). (Referrea) - - Cirers, 1 2013) SLT 742~
Hr the Parties : (Para 27)

- the Petitioners : Mr. Prabhjit Jauhar A/W Mr. C. Shankar Red y
ror the Respondent No. 1 : Mr. Rahul Rai K., HCGP o

or the Respondent No. 2 : Mr. H. Mallan Goud, Advocate
ORDER

1. Heard the learned Counsel for the petition
er and th
~<pondent and the learned High Court Government Plea:;d{eeranm1 runefetein

2. The 2nd respondent is the de-facto complainant. The complaint which is filed
initially came to be addressed to the Gurugram Police, Haryana, on 4-8-2017 and
pereafter it appears that the complaint was transferred to Ulsoor Police Station
Rengaluru and came to be registered as Crime No. 399/2017 dated 4-11-2017. Thé
complaint is in a typed format, and the complaint is concluded in this manner:

“We have repeatedly communicated with Apoorve’s parents through emails, text

messages, WhatsApp and asked them to return my valuables but they have

remained silent. I am scared and afraid as he has started threatening me for a long

time now. I am now extremely depressed, having lost 8 years of my precious youth
with a bleak and uncertain future. I request and appeal to you to consider my prayer
with utmost compassion and to give me justice and restore my dignity. Kindly look
into the matter and do the needful.”

3. The case of the de-facto complainant is that she met the 3rd petitioner at
Bengaluru while he was pursuing his M.D.S., course in the Oxford Dental College,
Bengaluru and she was pursuing her Post Graduate Diploma in Management in
Wenlingkar Institute of Management, Bengaluru. That the 3rd petitioner be friended her
and thereafter proposed his love and expressed his interest to a committed relationship
and after his persistent efforts and the promise of a happy and secured married life, the
second respondent responded in similar terms. As he appeared to be a good person and
also taking note of his education and potential she reciprocated. That she never cared
about his background or financial status and after accepting the proposal, she started
meeting regularly with the 3rd petitioner and planned for life together. In 2010, she
started working with M/s.HSBC, Bengaluru a Banking Company, after completion of
her Post Graduate Diploma course and the 3rd petitioner remained a student on account
of the same, she used to take care of his monetary needs with the sole motive that he
study’s well. That the 2nd respondent being a Commerce student took ac'tive mtetem n
the 3rd petitioner’s presentations, thesis and assignments and all his friends and
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or alliances, she
parents SIATI - "“‘“.:::'\ n'l"h‘" 'lil"dl| petitioner
| QS W h"\"f?'::l and wettled the nutﬂl'° -
o ””1!‘:" l\u';\vmmnrr [hat the ‘rd petitioner |
‘ «. !«“::! to have a Doctor as their c|ﬂllﬂh'“;i; iy
, _ ‘ ’ L',‘“\ second respondent. That the Roka Ceremony w -
* and the wedding was ﬁ.xcd on 28-]0~tﬂ. I
 the 1t petitioner and the 3rd petitioner insisted upon c;:a
“: ,l,n, v:unr\cl and involved themselves. That her father a 10
‘I,,,,.\, hie earmings fo meet the expectations of a happy
:, + soined Medanta-Medicity Hospital, Gurgaon for & one YSariy
o “_ e ) i as per the Hindu Customs and the cou
MAMMIART WAL SOICTMIZ ) r L
Guragaon on the same day as the Reception, orgamzed by the pe itiommg
$1-10-2012Crhat the 1st petitioner took the entire valuablcs.and wellery
the 2nd respondent during the performance of the. marriage " 1 it Ir
Srcedhar and that the Ist petitioner is still in possession of the samé hat
after the marmage. the behaviour of the 3rd petitioner changed and he'bec:
that she has photographed the aftermath of the violent acts during t
In December. 2012, she desired to visit her parents and the 3rd res
‘0 permut the same resulting in an argument, in the course of whic
punched. lacked and slapped her. That she fell sick and during this
further compounded by insensitive comments like “Yeh itni bi
#imne bimar honge.” and that the in-laws ridiculed her and were ne
was forced 10 go to hospital and get everything done on her ow
zunt called and told her that the 1st petitioner had spoken very
“rd pentioner being a Doctor is fully aware of her medical cor H
nor protected her and he mercilessly abused her, That she di
including her parents about the developments, as she hoped th: *' '
prevail and the petitioners would take a turn for the good.
5. That the 3rd petitioner after completion of one year course
serious atiempts to secure any employment or start a aven
whenever she reminded him of hig care

AR, . er he would physi
instigated his mother, by stating that the

amplainant's famil
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. s, b complainant was jeal
M’tlm' 'm OUtmgs, That the lst petitionel' 1101 i %{J 1
by the 3rd petitioner would state that “Aap dono Jhagad il e ha

bohot chilati hai.” That dur

0 her first Holl festival after her mag

tookhertohisatm’shmucwhmt

id nothing to protect ,
her. That thereafter the 3rdutmoner Joined Clg:re. a Dh&f :
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