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 THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB

CHANDIGARH

 CR

Da

DEVI       

Versus 

HARYANA    

HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE MAN

Mr. Aakash Rana, Advocate for the

 

Mr. Neeraj Poswal, AAG, Haryana

****  

A BATRA, J. (ORAL) 

The instant petition has been filed b

haratiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 

regular bail in case arising out of F

 under Sections 120B, 384, 406, 420, 

aran, District Faridabad. 
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 Verma, son of the complainant Inder 
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wife was dissolved by a decree of 

sed Roop Singh was working as a 
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e. He represented to them that he had

pleting his law degree. 

As per the further allegations, the a

 shop of the complainant as on 04.09

er wife of his son had initiated some li

 the previous matrimonial dispute and 
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for the purpose of defending his 
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complainant and his family members 

ell as Vakalatnama. Being unaware 

 reposing faith on the accused Roop 
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As per the further allegations, 

ed that the Hon’ble Supreme Court ha

Rs.5 crores in favour of the com
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ccused Roop Singh not only in cas

 On checking the account statements, 
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hich cannot be considered to be legal

amed in the FIR. There is no direct lin

gh, who was the main culprit.  The a
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 Devi, who is aunt of the petitione
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re are bleak as the investigation is stil

ho have absconded are yet to be arres
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of law is that bail is the rule and 
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(iv) The petitioner shall provide 

as present address before the lea
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informing the trial Court. 
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she shall inform about the same
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