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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

Crl. Misc. No.M-8190 of 2015
Date of decision : 06.07.2015
Khushwant Singh
...... Petitioner(s)
Versus
State of Punjab and another
...Respondent(s)
CORAM: HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE ANITA CHAUDHRY
Present:. Mr. D.S. Gurna, Advocate
for the petitioner.
Mr. V.P.S. Sidhu, AAG, Punjab.

Mr. Shamsher Singh Gill, Advocate
for the complainant.
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ANITA CHAUDHRY, J(ORAL)

The petitioner is seeking anticipatory bail in FIR No.7
dated 19.01.2015, registered under Section 420 IPC, Police Station
Payal, Police District Khanna, District Ludhiana.

The allegations made by the complainant are that the
petitioner got half share of the land transferred in his own name
against the wishes of the complainant and by playing fraud. The
allegations further are that there was a loan outstanding and the
petitioner had withdrawn the amount from the account and had used

it up instead of repaying the loan. Allegations have also been made
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by the complainant that the petitioner had got the tractor transferred
in his own name.

Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that no fraud
had been played and it is a change of heart and the matter is civil in
nature and custodial interrogation is required.

The complainant side had appeared on last date of
hearing and as it is a dispute between the father and son, the parties
were asked to seek instructions if the matter could be settled.
Respondent no.2 who is 84 years old has appeared in the Court. His
counsel states that they are ready for the compromise if the land is
returned. Counsel for the petitioner states that there are no chances
of settlement.

Heard.

The complainant has levelled allegations against his own
son of cheating and transferring his property. He has also made
allegations that a sum of Rs.3 lacs was withdrawn from his account
and used by him. Custodial interrogation is necessary. Recovery is to
be effected. No case for anticipatory bail is made out. The petition is

dismissed.

06.07.2015 (ANITA CHAUDHRY)
sunil JUDGE
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