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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

102

CRM-M No. 63208 of 2023 (O&M)
Date of Decision: 01.02.2024

Krishna Devi

.......... Petitioner
Versus

State of Punjab and others
.......... Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARKESH MANUJA

Present: Mr. S.P. Soi, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Gurlal Singh Dhillon, Assistant Advocate General, Punjab

skeskoksk

HARKESH MANUJA, J. (ORAL)

The petitioner, by way of present petition filed under Section
439 (2) Cr.P.C., prays for cancellation of pre-arrest bail of respondent Nos. 2
& 3, which was granted by this Court vide order dated 24.07.2023 passed in
CRM-M-55527-2022 and CRM-M-58849-2022 in relation to FIR No. 140
dated 15.11.2022 under Sections 420, 465, 467, 468, 471 & 120-B of IPC
(Section 419 of IPC added later on), registered at Police Station Bhogpur,
District Jalandhar.
[2] The main contention raised on behalf of the petitioner is that in
terms of order dated 08.05.2023, respondent Nos. 2 & 3 were directed to
submit the original sale deed as well as their passports, which was never
complied with. Accordingly, on 15.12.2023, the following order was
passed:-

Learned counsel for the petitioner submitted that
interim anticipatory bail was granted to respondents No.2

and 3 and was made absolute by this Court but vide order
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dated 08.05.2023, respondents No.2 and 3 were directed to
submit the original sale deed and their passports which they
have not done and therefore, it was wrongly communicated
to the Court when the interim anticipatory bail was made
absolute.

Before proceedings further, let the learned State
counsel ascertain the aforesaid factual position.

Adjourned to 29.01.2024.

3] Today, learned State Counsel, on instructions from ASI
Jaswinder Singh, submits that respondent Nos. 2 & 3 have now submitted
the original sale deed and their passports, as such, the ground raised in the
present petition does not survive.

[4] In view of the above, learned counsel for the petitioner does not

intend to press the present petition any further.

[5] Disposed off accordingly.
February 01, 2024 ( HARKESH MANUJA)
'dk kamra' JUDGE

Whether Speaking/reasoned Yes/No

Whether Reportable Yes/No

Dinesh Kumar

2024.02.02 10:13

| attest to the accuracy and
integrity of this document



