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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).5126/2010

(From the judgenent and order dated 31/03/2010 in CRLWP No.

231/ 2010 of The HI GH COURT OF UTTARANCHAL AT NAI NI TAL)

SHAJMA PARVEN @ YAM NI G Rl & ANR. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

STATE OF UTTARKHAND & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appl n(s) for ex-Parte stay,exenption fromfiling c/c of the
i mpugned Judgnent, exenption fromfiling OT.,permnmission to place
addl . documents on record)

Dat e: 14/06/ 2010 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE DEEPAK VERVA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE K. S. RADHAKRI SHNAN
[ VACATI ON BENCH]
For Petitioner(s) Al temesh Rein, Adv.
Al dani sh Rein, Adv.
M Rein, Adv.
Mansoor Ali, Adv.
Ranmeshwar Prasad CGoyal, Adv.

SSESS

For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

M. Altenesh Rein, |earned counsel appears for the
petitioners. Petitioners al so appear before us. They
appear to be major and they have been married according
to Muslimrites on 25.3.2010 and ever since then they are

living as husband and wife. However, on account of this

inter caste marriage, respondent No.3, maternal uncle of

t he girl Yam ni Gri, is not happy and is creating

hurdles in their living peacefully and happily. They
were, therefore, constrained to nmove the Hi gh Court of
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Ut tarakhand at Nainital by filing Crinmnal Wit Petition
No. 231 of 2010 with a prayer that they should be provided

with police protection for sone tine. However , t he
Di vi si on Bench  while passi ng t he i mpugned order on
31. 3. 2010 gave liberty to t he petitioners to nmove an

appropriate representati on before the SSP Nainital, who
was directed to consider the said representation

W have been given to understand that the prayer
of the petitioners has not been | ooked into properly and
they are unable to stay at Mrzapur on account of threats
whi ch have been extended by respondent No. 3.



Keeping all these facts in mnd, we direct SSP

M rzapur, District Sahar anpur (U.P) to provi de
police protection initially for a period of 15
her eof .

Wth the aforesaid direction, this special |eave
petition is disposed of. In case, the SSP finds that
further protection woul d be necessary, t hen he
provi de the sane.

( Ravi P. Verma ) ( MS. Negi )
Court Master Court Master
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