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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRM-M No. 19174 0f 2016 (O&M)
Date of decision: 15.07.2016

Balwinder Kaur @ Pinki @ Balwindro
...Petitioner
Versus

State of Punjab
...Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE JITENDRA CHAUHAN
Present: ~ Mr. Rakesh Kumar, Advocate for the petitioner.

Mr. Luvinder Sofat, AAG, Punjab
assisted by HC Kuldeep Singh.

skekoskok

Jitendra Chauhan, J. (Oral)

By filing the present petition under Section 438 of the
Code of Criminal Procedure, the petitioner has sought anticipatory
bail in case FIR No.90, dated 12.05.2016, registered under Section
3/4/5 of Immoral Traffic (Prevention) Act, Section 371 read with
Section 120-B IPC and Section 3(1) of the SC and ST Act, at Police
Station City Kapurthala, District Kapurthala.

The learned counsel for the petitioner contends that the
petitioner has been falsely roped in the present case by the
complainant under the influence of police officials. Earlier also, the
police had registered false cases against the petitioner in which she
had been acquitted of the charges. He further submits that the
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daughter of the petitioner had also moved complaint against the
police officials in which the learned Court has summoned the police
officials as an accused and the present FIR is the result of personal
grudge against the petitioner.

On the other hand, the learned State counsel submits that
the petitioner is a habitual offender and is involved in as many as
other 09 FIRs, out of which one FIR is under Section 307 IPC.
Therefore, he prays for dismissal of the present petition.

Heard.

As per the FIR, the petitioner is the main accused who is
the main organizer of the prostitution and used to indulge the other
girls in such like bad activities. Moreover, there are 09 more FIRs
registered against the petitioner. Keeping in view the antecedents of
the petitioner, no case for grant of pre-arrest bail is made out.

Dismissed.

Anything said herein above shall not be construed as an

expression of opinion on the merits of the case.

15.07.2016 (JITENDRA CHAUHAN)
sumit.k JUDGE
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