IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-38403-2018
Date of decision : 24.11.2022

Savita Rani @ Rimpi Bhatia ... Petitioner
versus

State of Punjab and others ... Respondents

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE PANKAJ JAIN

Present: None for the petitioner.

Mr. Shiva Khurmi, AAG, Punjab.
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PANKAJ JAIN, J. (Oral)

Status report by way of affidavit of Gurdeep Singh Gosal, PPS,
Deputy Superintendent of Police, Jagraon, Police District Ludhiana (Rural)
on behalf of respondents No.1 to 3 has been filed. The same is taken on
record.
2. As per the status report, it has been submitted that:-

“XX XX XX

Enquiry on the said application was marked to the S.P.
(HQ), Ludhiana (Rural) and in connection with the
enquiry, the son of the petitioner namely Ashish Bhatia
was called as envisaged u/s 160 Cr.P.C. but he failed to
join the enquiry. During the enquiry, one victim
Sukhwinder Singh stated that an amount of Rs.1.25 Lac
was also paid by him to the present petitioner and
accordingly the present petitioner was joined in the
enquiry and her statement was also recorded on
24.08.2018 by the S.P. (HQ) during which no offence
was made out against the present petitioner but

commission of offence was made out against the son of
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the petitioner and his accomplices. Accordingly FIR
No.261 dated 27.9.2018 u/s 420, 406 IPC, P.S. City
Jagraon has been registered against the said son of the
petitioner and his accomplices for cheating those six
persons under the garb of sending them abroad. The son
of the petitioner is still absconding in the said FIR. Thus,
all these false allegations have been Ilevelled in
anticipation to pressurize the police not to take any
action against the petitioner and her son. There is no
threat to the petitioner from the complainants of the FIR.
Even the alleged representation dated 20.08.2018
Annexure P-1 was never moved by the petitioner with
respondent no.2 and the name has been falsely
mentioned just to make out a false ground to file the

present petition.”
3. In view of the stand taken by the State, nothing survives in the
present petition to be adjudicated at the hands of this Court. Consequently,

the same is disposed off as having been rendered infructuous.

(PANKAJ JAIN)
JUDGE
24.11.2022
Dinesh
Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes
Whether Reportable : No
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