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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

Crl. Misc. N0.M-29927 of 2015
Date of decision : 18.09.2015

Taranmeet Singh
...... Petitioner(s)

Versus
State of Punjab
...Respondent(s)
CORAM: HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE ANITA CHAUDHRY

Present: Mr. S.K. Hooda, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Deep Singh, AAG, Punjab.
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ANITA CHAUDHRY, J.

The petitioner is seeking anticipatory bail in FIR No. 59
dated 08.06.2013, registered under Sections 406, 419, 420, 467,
468, 471, 384, 177, 506, 120-B IPC, Police Station Naya Gaon,
District S.A.S. Nagr (Mohali).

It is necessary to refer to the facts. Jasjit Khurana is a
resident of Canada. He had lodged a complaint with the police. He
owns a plot in village Kansal, District Mohali. The allegations are
that Munish Gupta approached him through his contact but later
in a fraudulent manner got his plot transferred. Munish then
entered into an agreement with Jaspal and also with Gopal
Krishan. The allegations against the petitioner are that he was
also involved in the conspiracy. He is the son of Jaspal Singh and

a witness in both the agreements.
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The counsel for the petitioner contends that the
petitioner is merely a witness to the agreement to sell and he is
not accused of cheating. He further contends that Munish and
Jaspal had been arrested.

The State counsel opposes the bail application and
urges that recovery is to be effected and the petitioner alleges
that the agreement entered with his father had been cancelled
and all the facts would only appear on interrogation.

The case is at the investigation stage. No fetters can be
placed upon the Investigators. The plot is owned by a Non Resident
Indian which has been fraudulently transferred. The petitioner is a
witness to the successive agreements. His father is said to have
entered into the agreement. It is also his case that the agreement
was subsequently cancelled but no document was filed. No case
for anticipatory bail is made out.

The petition is dismissed.
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