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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M No0.8976 of 2016 (O&M)
Date of Decision: 08.04.2016

Meena Kumari
.......... Petitioner
Versus
State of Haryana

.......... Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JASWANT SINGH

Present: = Mr. Jasminder Singh Thind, Advocate for the petitioner.

Mr. Gaurav Dhir, Deputy Advocate General, Haryana
for the respondent/State assisted by S.I. Om Parkash.
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JASWANT SINGH, ]. (Oral)

Present petition is for grant of regular bail under Section 439
Cr.P.C. to the petitioner-Meena Kumari in case FIR No.217 dated 27.02.2015,
under Sections 406, 420, 120-B, 467, 468, 471 of the Indian Penal Code,
registered with Police Station Panipat City, District Panipat.

As per the allegations, the accused property dealers, namely,
Arun Kansal, Gurubaksh Singh and Satpal have fraudulently sold of 09 bighas
and 17 biswas of land, owned by Harish Vijay, Shashi Bala and Ravi Bala by
organizing impersonators, to the purchaser/complainant-Brij Mohan @
Mohan Gupta and his wife-Prabha Rani Gupta and thus pocketed a sum of
Rs.3 Crores. It is alleged that one Aas Mohd. impersonated as Harish Vijay,
Pinky impersonated as Ravi Bala and the present petitioner/accused-Meena
Kumari had impersonated as Shashi Bala.

It is contended that the petitioner is in custody since 22.11.2015
and the big players/main accused have not yet been arrested by the police.
It is next submitted that the investigations qua the petitioner are over and
challan has been presented. It is further submitted that the case is triable by

a Magistrate.
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Learned State Counsel, assisted by S.I. Om Parkash, does not
refute the custody period, the role attributed to the present accused and that
challan stands presented wherein 18 prosecution witnesses have been cited.

Without commenting on the merits of the case, keeping in view
the custody period, the fact that case is triable by a Magistrate and trial is not
likely to be concluded in near future, this Court finds that petitioner/accused
deserves the concession of regular bail and as such she is ordered to be
released on regular bail subject to the satisfaction of CJM/Duty Magistrate
concerned.

Disposed of.

April 08, 2016 (JASWANT SINGH)
Gagan JUDGE
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