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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-28478-2015 (O&M)
Date of decision: 13.10.2015
Supinder Singh @ Laddi
... Petitioner
Vs.
State of Punjab
... Respondent
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAMESHWAR SINGH MALIK

Present: Mr. A.S. Ahluwalia, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. K.D. Sachdeva, Addl. AG, Punjab.
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RAMESHWAR SINGH MALIK, J. (ORAL)

CRM-33733-2015

Applicant seeks permission to add the offence under Section 392
IPC in the head note as well as in the prayer clause of the main petition, as
this offence came to be added during pendency of the present petition.

Notice of the application to Advocate General, Punjab.

Mr. K.D. Sachdeva, Addl. AG, Punjab accepts notice and fairly
states that since the offence was added during pendency of the present
petition, let the instant application be allowed.

Ordered accordingly.

Offence under Section 392 IPC shall be treated to be added in
the head note as well as in the prayer clause.

CRM stands disposed of.

CRM-M-28478-2015

Petitioner seeks pre-arrest bail in FIR No.101 dated 05.06.2015
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CRM-M-28478-2015 (O&M) -2-
under Sections 364-A, 382, 342, 500, 120-B IPC and Section 392 IPC
(added later on), registered at Police Station Mataur, District SAS Nagar
(Mohali).

Notice of motion was issued and interim protection was granted.

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that in compliance of
the order passed by this Court, petitioner has joined the investigation for the
second time and also cooperated with the investigating agency. Nothing
more is recovered from the petitioner nor he is required for the purpose of

any further investigation. He prays for allowing the present petition.

On the other hand, learned counsel for the State, on instructions
from ASI Harbhajan Singh,Police Station Mataur, SAS Nagar (Mohali),
submits that although petitioner has joined the investigation but he did not
get all the recoveries effected, while trying to pass buck on the co-accused
who are at large.

Be that as it may, since the petitioner has not misused the
concession of interim anticipatory bail granted by this Court, instant petition
is allowed and the order dated 25.08.2015 passed by this Court, is hereby
made absolute, however, subject to the conditions envisaged under Section
438 (2) Cr.P.C.

Disposed of, accordingly.

[ RAMESHWAR SINGH MALIK |
13.10.2015 JUDGE
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