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204 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-22474-2025
Date of Decision:04.07.2025

Jyoti ... Petitioner
VS.

State of Haryana ...Respondent

Coram: Hon’ble Mr. Justice N.S.Shekhawat

Present :  Mr. Ankur Lal, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Rajiv Sidhu, DAG, Haryana.

Ak

N.S.Shekhawat J. (Oral)

1. The petitioner has filed the present petition under Section 482
BNSS with a prayer to grant of anticipatory bail to her in case FIR No.11 dated
05.03.2023, under Sections 409, 418, 420, 467, 468, 120-B of IPC & 13(2),
13(1)(C) & 7(C) of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 registered at Police
Station A.C.B. Gurugram, District Gurugram.
2. While granting the concession of interim anticipatory bail by this
Court on 13.05.2025, this Court had noticed the following contentions raised by
learned counsel for the petitioner:-

“Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that the petitioner
was not initially named in the FIR and has been falsely involved
later on. He further contends that the allotment of two SCOs i.e.
SCOs No.30 & 08 in Sectors 23/23A, Gurugram was made by the
officials of the HSVP. On parity, the file regarding allotment of
SCO No.13 in favour of Amit, GPA holder of R.R. Construction
Pvt. Ltd. was also prepared and the petitioner had prepared her re-

port as per the settled norms. He further contends that later on, the
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allotment of the said SCO in favour of Amit, GPA holder of R.R.
Construction Pvt. Ltd., was cancelled and no financial loss was
caused to the HSVP. As per the learned counsel, the case is based
on documentary evidence and the same has already been collected
by the police during the course of investigation. He further
contends that the petitioner is ready to join the investigation.”

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner has reiterated the submissions
and further submits that the petitioner has joined the investigation and her
custodial interrogation may not be required.

4, On the other hand, learned State counsel, on instructions from
Inspector Prakash Chand submits that the petitioner has joined the investigation
and is no longer required for the purpose of investigation. He further contends
that now warrants of arrest have been issued against Mukesh Kumar Solanki,
the main accused and the police is making every endeavour to arrest him. He
further contends that even request has been sent by Commissioner of Police,
Gurugram to Immigration Bureau for issuance of LOC against Mukesh Kumar
Solanki.

5. In view of the above statement made by learned State counsel, the
interim order dated 13.05.2025 is made absolute. The petitioner shall continue
to join the investigation, as and when called by the Investigating Officer. The

petitioner shall also abide by the conditions as specified under Section 482 (2)

of B.N.S.S.
6. Pending application(s) stand(s) also disposed of.
(N.S.SHEKHAWAT)
04.07.2025 JUDGE
hemlata
Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No
Whether reportable : Yes/No
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