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HON'BLE GARIMA PRASHAD, J.

1. Heard learned counsel for the petitioners and learned Standing Counsel
appearing for the respondent Nos.1 to 3.

2. Thiswrit petition has been filed praying for the following relief:-

“I. Issue a writ order or direction in the nature of Writ of
Mandamus commanding and directing the respondent No.1 to
3 to protect the life of the petitioners and also direct the
respondent No.2 & 3 to grant protection to the petitioners from
illegal hindrance of respondent No.4 in peaceful marital life of
the petitioners and not to harass the family members of the
petitioner No.2."

3. It is submitted that the petitioners, both maor Muslims, aged about 20
years and 33 years, have solemnized their marriage against the wishes of
the family of petitioner No.1. It is stated that owing to the age difference
and the apprehension that this is not the first marriage of petitioner No.2,
the father of petitioner No. 1 is continuously harassing and threatening the
petitioners, thereby disturbing their peaceful married life and causing
apprehension to their life and liberty.

4. Instructions had been sought from the respondent authorities. Learned
Standing Counsel, upon receiving instructions, submits that thisisthe first
marriage of the petitioners.

5. This Court notes that in view of the large number of young couples
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approaching this Court seeking protection of their life and liberty, this
Court, in Writ-C No. 24328 of 2019 (Suman Ahirwar and others vs. State
of U.P. and others), after taking note of the judgment of the Hon'ble
Supreme Court in Shakti Vahini vs. Union of India, 2018 (7) SCC 192,
directed the State authorities to evolve an effective mechanism and frame
guidelines to address such cases at the district level. Pursuant to the said
directions, the State Government issued Government Order No.
1/2019/591WRIT/Chh-Pu.-3-2019-2(344)P/2019  (s®1-1/2019/591Re/5-9-
3-2019-2(344)4/2019) dated 31.08.2019, laying down mandatory
preventive, remedial and punitive measures for protection of couples

facing threats on account of marriage or any consensual relationship.

6. The said Government Order mandates that the police authorities shall
assess threat perception in each case, extend necessary protection,
including safe accommodation and security shall be provided depending
upon the gravity of the situation. It further provides that cases involving
Khap Panchayats or honour-based threats are to be treated as serious
matters, however even in other cases of familia opposition, the
authorities are duty-bound to evaluate risk and grant appropriate relief.
Failure to comply with these directions has been made punishable by
departmental action. The relevant extract of the aforesaid Government
Order dated 31.8.2019 reads as under:

"(3)2- SUARIS SU:-

@ ...
(s ...

(@) b Al HYA/UTETRG Tl hl GeTl Iucisd Il S qel
HEALIRATTER 3¢ I8! foiet H Ieh! GRefl d WG ol 3feTTd ved gy geiard =
TR 3ET 5 |

(i) T g1 sifaared gt (S12) foeh Tremeit o1 afiam grr sterar
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T @Y gy fady foman s 21

(ii) U8 gaeh faafed (gaeh/gataar) S swasiidia g seH faare
@ TrafYd & 378 GUiard W g & are #isiege 9 gfetd
Hefiereh oh [T T RIT oR1 | @ T HawAT bl ST |

() FStem wiStege/gfera aredieren gRT U8 gorel (el URER & WET i Sita
WY & Ty | I Tt fRIedl W HagRiterar sdl S| Uge a8 GRiYd foear
T s R e ga/aaR o 4R e @1 A 35 AT 2 W e
Fd g faare dsiienvor § wediv var fovar S| fdTe & usd g 9 ges1 O
FRA & al Ir6 AaH R TR 01 718 & ford RIETT =R Iucrsy e o, foeg] I8
01 a¥ & 3ffeeh <kl Srae & tfeieh &l BNl ST Irfeh Sfie & <l THI HHT W
TR gt

(3) U8 Jfdarfed gac/gafaal srear gar foarfed Siel stear w@as oid 9
fRIeRTad UTed B TR ITH! SiTd el S fob T 3efoh gIRT AT T FHerd At
WY gRT IehT Tty feham ST ¥er € de fSien Afsiede 9 qferd refiaren areren
HAh et Jeftereh gRT UereuT Sl TYRAT Ud Sita- 9 ohl THeT o e |
YR Sitd et STt 3R Siig Ruie aRks gied stdierss &6l 01 T & 3iee
TR ol STRAML..."

7. For convenience, the english transated version of the above quoted
extract of the Government Order dated 31.8.2019, is reproduced below:-

“3(2) Remedial Measures
@ ..
(b) ...

(c) Additionally, the security should be provided to the
couple/family members and, if necessary, they should be kept
at a safe house within the same district keeping in mind their
safety and threat perception.

(i) young unmarried couples whose relationship is
being opposed by their families or local khap.

(i) such young married (girls/boys) who relate to an
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inter-caste or inter-religious marriage, arrangement
should be made to keep them safe in secure houses
under the supervision and instructions of the
jurisdictional Magistrate and Superintendent of
Police.

(d) The District Magistrate/ Superintendent of Police must deal
with the complaint regarding threats administered to such a
couple/family with utmost senditivity. It should be first
ascertained that such unmarried couples, if they are adults,
should be provided support in the registration process of their
marriage. After the marriage, if the couple so desire, they
should be provided accommodation on payment of nominal
charges in a secure house for a period of one month but not
exceeding one year in aggregate, depending on their threat
assessment on case to case basis.

(e) The inquiry regarding the complaint received from the
unmarried couple or ayoung married couple or upon receiving
information from an independent source that they are being
opposed by them/local community/Khap, shall be conducted.
The District Magistrate/Superintendent of Police or Additional
Superintendent of Police shall conduct a preliminary inquiry in
relation to the gravity of the case and threat perception and he
shall submit a report to the Senior Superintendent of Police
within one week...”

8. It is ordered that the directions contained in the above Government
Order are binding upon all concerned authorities and shall be strictly
complied with.

9. In the present case, the learned counsel for the petitioners submits that
pursuant to the interim protection granted by this Court on 26.11.2025,
there is no further threat to the life of the petitioners from the respondent
No.4, who is father of the petitioner No.1.

10. In view of the above, the present writ petition is disposed of.
However, in case any genuine and serious threat perception to the life and
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liberty of the petitioners arises, it shal aways be open to them to
approach the police authorities, who shall be duty-bound to assess such
threat perception and provide appropriate protection, ensuring that no
harassment is caused to the petitioners, strictly in accordance with the
Government Order dated 31.08.2019 and the directions of the Supreme
Court in Shakti Vahini vs. Union of India (supra).

11. Itisclarified that this order shall not be treated as an adjudication on
the validity of the marriage. It is further made clear that this Court has
neither examined nor expressed any opinion on any allegation of
enticement, coercion or any other alegation of criminal nature which the
parties may have against each other, and the respondent authorities shall

remain at liberty to take action in accordance with law, if so warranted.

(Garima Prashad,J.)
February 3, 2026

Rakesh
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