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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRM No.M-25104 of 2017 (O&M)
Date of Decision: July 17, 2017

Aarti
...Petitioner
VERSUS
State of Punjab
...Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE INDERJIT SINGH

Present: Mr.Munish Puri, Advocate
for the petitioner.
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INDERJIT SINGH, J.

Petitioner has filed this petition under Section 438 Cr.P.C. for
grant of anticipatory bail in case FIR No.75 dated 29.03.2016 under Section
420 IPC, registered at Police Station Civil Lines, Batala, District Gurdaspur.

I have heard learned counsel for the petitioner and have gone
through the record.

From the record, first bail application filed by the petitioner has
been dismissed by this Court on 07.12.2016 on merits. As per the FIR,
amount of about I9.50 lakhs has been paid by the complainant to Aarti as
she induced the complainant to get the employment for sons of the
complainant. As per the FIR, Suraj, Gaurav, Rajinder, Baljinder etc. have
also alleged that they have also paid money to the present petitioner. In

total, more than I30 lakhs is stated to have been paid to the present
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In the earlier order, it was written that petitioner is required for
custodial interrogation. In view of above facts, I do not find it a fit case
where petitioner is entitled to benefit of anticipatory bail. Otherwise also,
no changed circumstance is there for granting the bail.

Therefore, finding no merit in the present petition, the same is

dismissed.
July 17, 2017 (INDERJIT SINGH)
Vgulati JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned Yes
Whether reportable No
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I attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this document
Chandigarh



