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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

Criminal Misc. No. M-14752 of 2017 (O&M)
Date of decision : September 11, 2017

Amandeep Kaur Petitioner

Versus

State of Punjab ....Respondent

CORAM:- HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE LISA GILL

Present:

Mr. R.K. Handa, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Devinder Bir Singh, DAG, Punjab.

Mr. Dilpreet Singh Gandhi, Advocate
for the complainant.
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LISA GILL, J.

The petitioner seeks the concession of anticipatory bail in FIR

No.52 dated 26.03.2017 under Sections 306, 34 IPC and Section 304B IPC

(added later) registered at Police Station Sadar Ludhiana, District Ludhiana.

While issuing notice of motion in this case, the contentions

noted on behalf of the petitioner read as under:-
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Counsel for the petitioner inter alia contends that the
petitioner is the married sister-in -law of Harsimran Kaur since
deceased. Marriage of the petitioner was performed in the year
2011 whereas the deceased and Jasvir Singh were married in
November 2013. The petitioner is the mother of two small
children and one of them was born in January 2017. The
petitioner is residing separately and leading a blissful married
life in her matrimonial home. In the FIR, there is no allegation
with regard to the petitioner having played any role causing
harassment to the deceased who unfortunately died
on 26.3.2017 though in the last line of the FIR, it has been
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mentioned that daughter of the complainant was harassed for
demand of dowry by Jasvir Singh husband of daughter of the
complainant, mother-in-law Charanjit Kaur, Devar Harsharan
Singh and Nanad Amandeep Kaur. It has been specifically
mentioned in the FIR that on the date of occurrence at about
5.15 p.m. daughter of the complainant gave a call that her
husband Jasvir Singh was beating her and she was very upset
and at 8-00 p.m. Jasvir Singh gave a telephonic call to the
complainant's wife that something happened to Harsimran
Kaur. It is further submitted that husband and brother-in-law

(Devar) have already been arrested and are in custody.”

It is submitted that the petitioner has since joined investigation.
It is, thus, prayed that this petition be allowed.

The factual position in regard to the marriage of the petitioner
in the year 2011 is not denied.

Learned counsel for the State, on instructions from ASI
Davinder Singh, verifies that the petitioner has joined investigation.

There are no allegations on behalf of the State that the
petitioner is likely to abscond or that she is likely to dissuade the
witnesses from deposing true facts in the Court, if released on bail.

Keeping in view the facts and circumstances noted above but
without expressing any opinion on the merits of case, it is considered just
and expedient to allow this petition. Consequently, order dated 01.05.2017

is made absolute.

(Lisa Gill)
September 11, 2017 Judge
rts
Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No

Whether reportable : Yes/No
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