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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT

CHANDIGARH.

Date of Decision: September 9, 2015

1. CRM M-25655 of 2015
Hem Singh Bharana
.....Petitioner
Vs.
State of Haryana
.....Respondent
2. CRM M-25657 of 2015
Hem Singh Bharana
.....Petitioner
Vs.
State of Haryana
.....Respondent

CORAM:

Present:-
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HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE M.M.S. BEDI.

Mr.Sanjiv Baﬁsal, Advocate for the petitioner.
Mr.C.S. Bakshi, Addl.A.G., Haryana.

Mr. Sumeet Goel, Advocate

Ms. Promila Nain, Advocate

Mr. Parvesh K. Saini, Advocate.

Mr. Yogesh Gupta, Advocate

Mr.R.S. Randhawa, Advocate.
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Mr.Manoj Bajaj, Advocate

Mr. J.S. Ghuman, Advocate
Mr.Ganesh Kamat, Advocate.
Mr. Satish Aggarwal, Advocate.

Mr. Ish Puneet Singh, Advocate for investors.

M.M.S. BEDI, J.

This order will dispose of two petitions bearing CRM-M 25655
and M-25657 of 2015 for grant of interim temporary bail for 15 days to the
petitioner on medical grounds in FIR No.85 dated March 21, 2015 and FIR
No.261 dated August 16, 2014. The petition is not supported by sufficient
material to indicate any serious ailment to the petitioner.

Counsel for the petitioner has argued that the petitioner seeks to
get himself treated in private hospital as such he should be granted interim
temporary bail.

I have carefully gone through the entire petitions which have
been filed touching the merits of the case claiming that the matter has been
compromised by settling the accounts with the aggrieved persons.

After hearing counsel for the petitioner and going through the
record, I do not find any reasonable cause to grant interim temporary bail to
the petitioner especially when there is allegation of fraud having been played
against thousands of investors who have come present in different groups to

oppose the petitions. 29 aggrieved persons have been represented through
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Ms.Promila Nain, out of which 19 persons are allottees and 10 persons are
non-allottees. Mr. Yogesh Gupta, Advocate represents 16 unallottee
investors, Mr. Parvesh Saini represents 8 non-allottees, Mr. Randhawa
represented 35 aggrieved persons who are allottees and non-allottees.
Mr.Manoj Bajaj appeared for 9 aggrieved persons, Mr. Sumit Goel had put
in appearance for 52 aggrieved persons, Mr. J.S. Ghuman, Advocate has put
in appearance on behalf of 6 unallotted investors. Sh. Ganesh Kamat
represented 23 persons which include 9 allottees and 14 unallottees. Mr.
Satish Aggarwal, Advocate represented 75 persons of Cosmo City Flat
Buyers Welfare Society and Mr. Ish Puneet Singh, Advocate represented 4
allottee persons.

After going through the circumstances of the case, I do not find
any ground to grant the interim temporary bail to the petitioner on medical
ground at this stage.

Dismissed.

September 9, 2015 (M.M.S.BEDI)
sanjay JUDGE
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