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Pali Kaur alias Chinto Kaur  Vs State of Punjab 

CIS No. BA/1040/2020 FIR No.301 of 19.07.2020
CNR No. PBMN010025282020 U/Ss 384, 342, 420, 506, 120-B IPC,
Date of order: 07.08.2020 Police Station Sadar Mansa.

Present: Shri R.K Sharma, Advocate, Counsel for applicant/accused Pali Kaur 
alias Chinto Kaur.
Ms. Parminder Kaur, Addl.P.P. for respondent-State.

Ld.  Counsels  have  appeared  through  V.C.  facility.  Police  record

presented  is  perused  and  returned.  Heard  on  this  application  of  applicant  for

anticipatory bail in this case.

2. Ld.  Counsel  for  applicant  submitted  that  latter  has  been  falsely

implicated in this case. Nothing is to be recovered from her. There is no previous

FIR against her. It is wrongly mentioned that she is running a gang. Applicant

however  is  ready to join  the  investigation.   Hence  the  prayer  to  admit  her  to

anticipatory bail.

3. Ld. Addl.P.P. vehemently opposed the bail application submitting that

this applicant is an active member of the gang made by the accused party which

traps  innocent  people  like  complainant  in  the  name of  showing  saleable  plot.

Complainant was illegally confined in the house with this applicant by latter’s

accomplices.  Rs.5000/-  and  purse  of  complainant  were  snatched  and  another

Rs.70000/- were demanded from him under threat of facing charges of immoral

conduct. Recovery of said purse and of Rs.5000/- is yet to take place. Hence the

prayer to dismiss the application.

4. Allegations against applicant are quite serious in nature. As per FIR

complainant  was  illegally  confined   in  a  room with  this  applicant  by  latter’s

accomplices where he was taken on pretext to offer tea before showing him a plot.

His mobile phone and purse with Rs.5000/- were snatched. Another Rs.70000/-
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were demanded from him or he was to face allegations of immoral conduct. That

purse and Rs.5000/- are yet to be recovered. Custodial interrogation of applicant

hence will be relevant and necessary. For this reason she is not found entitled to

anticipatory  bail.  This  bail  application  is  dismissed.  Bail  application  file  be

consigned to the record room.

Pronounced in open court. 

07.08.2020 (Rajeev K. Beri),
Addl. Sessions Judge,

(Tarsem Kumar) Mansa (UID No. PB-0149).
 


