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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-20401-2015
Date of Decision: 07.07.2015

Rajbir Kaur
... Petitioner(s)
Versus

State of Punjab
... Respondent(s)

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE PARAMJEET SINGH
1) Whether Reporters of the local papers may be allowed to see the
judgment ?.

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

Present: Mr. C.L.Pawar, Advocate,
for the petitioner.

Mr. S.S.Chandumajra, DAG, Punjab.

Paramjeet Singh, J. (Oral)

Instant petition has been filed under Section 438 of the
Code of Criminal Procedure for grant of anticipatory bail to the
petitioner in case arising from FIR No.30 dated 21.04.2015, registered at
Police Station Sadar Abohar, District Fazilka, under Sections 420, 406,
506 and 120-B of the Indian Penal Code and Section 27 of the Arms Act.

I have heard learned counsel for the parties and perused the
record.

Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that name of
petitioner does not figure in the FIR. He further contends that the

petitioner has got a case registered against Pawan Singh and Shinder
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Singh under Sections 376, 500, 506, 509 and 384 read with Section 34
IPC and Section 67-A of Information and Technology Act, in 2012.

Per contra, learned State counsel vehemently opposes the
contentions of learned counsel for the petitioner and contends that fraud
has been allegedly committed by the petitioner and others. The name of
petitioner figures during the investigation of the case.

I have considered the rival contentions of learned counsel
for the parties.

Keeping in view the nature of offence and involvement of
gang in such like frauds, custodial interrogation of the petitioner is
required. CRM-M-19164-2015 moved by co-accused Balkaran Singh
has also been dismissed by this Court vide order dated 01.07.2015. To

blow the lid off alleged fraud, custodial interrogation of the petitioner is

required.
No ground for anticipatory bail to the petitioner is made out.
Dismissed.
07.07.2015 (Paramjeet Singh)
parveen kumar Judge
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