HIGH COURT FOR THE STATES OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-15497-2015
Date of decision:18.05.2015

Jeet Kaur @ Surjit Kaur
...Petitioner

Versus

State of Punjab
...Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE RAMESHWAR SINGH MALIK

1. To be referred to the Reporters or not ?
2. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest ?

Present:  Mr.Divjyot S. Sandhu, Advocate for the petitioner.
Ms.Anmol Grewal, AAG, Punjab.

RAMESHWAR SINGH MALIK, J. (Oral)

Petitioner seeks pending bail trial in FIR No.214 dated
25.11.2014 registered under Section 304 of the Indian Penal Code at Police
Station Sultanpur Lodhi, District Kapurthala.

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that petitioner has
been falsely implicated. There is no direct allegation against the petitioner.
She has been made an accused only because of her alleged rivalries. He
prays for allowing the present petition.

On the other hand, learned counsel for the State, on instructions
from ASI Lakhwinder Singh, Police Station, Sultanpur Lodhi, District
Kapurthala, submits that petitioner as well as her daughter have been
indulging in dealing with drugs. Daughter of the petitioner has been arrested
in another FIR under the Narcotic Drugs and Psychotropic Substances Act,
1985. Custodial interrogation of the petitioner would be required to know
the source from where they have been getting the drugs for further supply.

She prays for dismissal of the petition.
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Having heard the learned counsel for the parties, after careful
perusal of record of the case and giving thoughtful consideration to the rival
contentions raised, this Court is of the considered opinion that in the given
fact situation of the present case noticed hereinabove, instant one has not
been found to be a fit case for the concession of anticipatory bail. Keeping
in view the peculiar facts and circumstances of the case, custodial
interrogation of the petitioner seems to be a compulsive necessity of the
investigating agency for conducting an effective investigation. No case for
anticipatory bail is made out.

Dismissed.
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