Anjal Gupta
2017.03.17

CRM-M-7162 of 2017 -1-

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-7162 of 2017
Date of Decision:15.03.2017

Manisha PETITIONER
Vs.

State of Haryana RESPONDENT

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMOL RATTAN SINGH

Present: Mr.Rajesh Khandelwal, Advocate for the petitioner.
Mr.Vikas Chopra, DAG, Haryana.
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AMOL RATTAN SINGH J. (ORAL)

Pursuant to the order dated 08.03.2017, learned State counsel has
produced in Court today a communication received in the Office of the
Advocate General, Haryana, from the District Magistrate-cum-Deputy
Commissioner, Hisar, stating to the effect that the daughter of the petitioner is
not residing at the address given in the petition.

Learned counsel for the petitioner has produced in Court today a
prescription issued by a Private Nursing Home in Hisar showing that Kaavya,
who is stated to be the daughter of the petitioner, was undergoing some
treatment for a respiratory problem and other problems. The last
prescription/diagnosis slip is dated 05.02.2017.

He further submits that, in any case, no offence punishable under
Sections 370 and 388 IPC, would be made out against the petitioner, as Section
370 IPC pertains to immoral trafficking by a person, who recruits, transports,
harbours, transfers or receives a person towards such purpose and against the

petitioner in any case there is no allegation to that effect at all.
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As regards Section 388 IPC, there is no complaint at all against the
petitioner to the effect that she attempted any extortion or made a threat against
any person.

Keeping in view the cumulative circumstances and the fact that
even the charge has not been framed as yet, with the co-accused of the
petitioner not being produced by the jail authorities for two dates in succession,
as per the zimni orders produced by petitioner's counsel in Court today, I deem
it appropriate to admit the petitioner to bail, also keeping in view her age, i.e.
20 years, upon her furnishing adequate bail bonds and surety bonds to the

satisfaction of the trial Court.
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