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CRM-M-7155-2017

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-7155-2017
Date of Decision: 03.03.2017

Nisha
... Petitioner

Versus

State of Haryana

... Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE INDERJIT SINGH

Present: Mr. Keshav Pratap Singh, Advocate,
for the petitioner.

INDERJIT SINGH. J.

Petitioner-Nisha has filed this second petition under Section
438 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973 for grant of anticipatory bail
in case FIR No.116 dated 20.07.2015, registered at Police Station Radaur,
District Yamuna Nagar, under Sections 420, 406 and 120-B of the Indian
Penal Code.

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

From the record, I find that earlier petition of present petitioner
for anticipatory bail was got dismissed as withdrawn by the petitioner vide
order dated 14.07.2016 passed by this Court. Now no change in
circumstances has been shown to this Court for grant of anticipatory bail to

the petitioner.
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As per the prosecution version, the petitioner is one of the
partners in Bajrang Bali Rice Mills, village Dholra, Tehsil Radaur, District
Yamuna Nagar. There are allegations that the partners of the aforesaid firm
had misappropriated the rice 8368.46 quintals.

Keeping in view the nature and gravity of the offence and in
view of the fact that the petitioner is required for custodial interrogation, I
do not find it a fit case where the petitioner is entitled to the benefit of
anticipatory bail.

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

dismissed.
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