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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM No.M-25152 of 2016 (O&M)
Date of decision : 17.10.2016

Preeto Bai ... Petitioner
versus

State of Punjab & Anr.
... Respondents
CORAM:- HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE ANITA CHAUDHRY

Present: Mr. Ashok KUmar, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. V.P.S. Sidhu, AAG Punjab.

Mr. Kapil Aggarwal, Advocate
for the complainant.

ANITA CHAUDHRY , J(ORAL)

This is the second petition filed by the petitioner seeking
anticipatory bail in FIR No. 56 dated 06.04.2010 registered at Police
Station Har Sahai, District Ferozepur under Sections 406,498-A TPC.

The first application was dismissed for non-prosecution.
Notice was given to the State only with respect to the maintainability of the
petition and order in this regard was passed on 27.07.2016. On the
adjourned hearing the counsel for the petitioner contended that the
compromise had been effected but the complainant side had stated that the
gold items and the car had not been recovered. The State Counsel had
submitted that the delivery challan of that was available with them and it
was the complainant side who purchased the car.

On the last hearing, the petitioner was directed to return Rs.3.7
lacs for the car and 08 tolas gold to the Investigating officer or to the

complainant and interim bail meanwhile was granted conditionally.
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The counsel for the complainant states that the husband of the
complainant had been wrongly allowed bail by the trial Court and no
recovery had been effected and the petitioner was given an opportunity as
they wanted to settle and therefore conditional bail was given with a rider
on the last date of hearing but they have not returned the amount.

The Investigating Officer is present in the Court and he states
that no recovery had been effected, not even from the husband.

Keeping all the circumstances in view and since the petitioner

has failed to comply with the order, the petition is dismissed.

(ANITA CHAUDHRY)
October 17, 2016 JUDGE
M.Negi
Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes
‘Whether reportable : No
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