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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-50259-2018
Date of decision: 08.01.2019
Gurmeet Kaur

... Petitioner
Vs.
State of Punjab
... Respondent
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ARVIND SINGH SANGWAN

Present: Mr. G.S. Jagpal, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Joginder Pal Ratra, DAG, Punjab.
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ARVIND SINGH SANGWAN, J. (ORAL)

Prayer in this petition is for grant of anticipatory bail in FIR No.34
dated 27.04.2018 under Sections 420, 34 IPC, registered at Police Station City-
2 Mansa, District Mansa.

While granting interim anticipatory bail to the petitioner, following
order was passed on 16.11.2018: -

“Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that two co-accused of
the petitioner namely Buta Singh and Shakuntla Rani have already
been granted the concession of anticipatory bail in CRM-M-
36973-2018 and CRM-M-48509-2018 respectively. It is further
submitted that as per allegations in the FIR, the petitioner, along
with other accused persons, has cheated grandson of the
complainant with a promise that they will solemnize his marriage
with another co-accused Manpreet Kaur. It is further stated in the
FIR that the complainant had paid certain amount to the petitioner

and co-accused Gurnam Kaur, who acted as a mediator and a fake
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marriage was performed with Manpreeet Kaur.

Learned counsel for the petitioner further submits that
though there are allegations in the FIR that the petitioner is
involved in such activities, but she is not involved in another FIR
and is first offender. It is further submitted that in fact the
grandson of complainant and said Manpreet Kaur could not pull
on their marriage and on that account, the petitioner is involved in
the present FIR.”

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that in pursuance of the
aforesaid order, petitioner has joined the investigation and is not required for
any further investigation.

Learned State counsel, on instructions from ASI Rajpal, has not
disputed the factual position and states that the petitioner is no more required
for any further investigation.

In view of the above, this petition is allowed and the interim bail
granted to the petitioner vide order dated 16.11.2018 is made absolute subject to

the conditions envisaged under Section 438 (2) Cr.P.C.

[ ARVIND SINGH SANGWAN |
08.01.2019 JUDGE
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Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No

Whether Reportable : Yes/No
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