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HIGH COURT FOR THE STATES OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT
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CRM-M-31272-2015
Date of decision:15.9.2015
Sunita
...Petitioner

Versus

State of Haryana and another
...Respondents

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.G.C.Shahpuri, Advocate for the petitioner.

RAMESHWAR SINGH MALIK, J. (Oral)

Petitioner seeks cancellation of anticipatory bail granted by the
learned Additional Sessions Judge, Faridabad to respondent No.2 vide order
dated 1.9.2015 (Annexure P-6) in FIR No.24 dated 24.1.2015 registered
under Sections 420/467/468/471 IPC at Police Station NIT Faridabad.

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that respondent No.2
in connivance with Chander Bhushan-husband of the petitioner has played
fraud with the petitioner by withdrawing money from her account. He
further submits that since respondent No.2 has taken wrong averments
before the learned Additional Sessions Judge with a view to get the
concession of anticipatory bail, the impugned order dated 1.9.2015 is liable
to be set aside. He prays for allowing the present petition.

Having heard the learned counsel for the petitioner at
considerable length, after careful perusal of the record of the case and
giving thoughtful consideration to the contentions raised, this Court is

of the considered opinion that no patent illegality has been found in
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the impugned order dated 1.9.2015 passed by the learned Additional
Sessions Judge, Faridabad, granting the benefit of anticipatory bail to
respondent No.2. It is so said, because respondent No.2 withdrew money
through a cheque issued in his favour by none-else but husband of the
petitioner. The plea taken by him was that husband of the petitioner issued
the cheque in his name with a view to discharge his existing liability as he
took a loan from respondent No.2 at the time of marriage with the petitioner.

Be that as it may, no ground for cancellation of anticipatory
bail has been made out.

Dismissed.

15.9.2015 (RAMESHWAR SINGH MALIK)
mks JUDGE
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