IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH
CRM No.M-9196 of 2015
Date of decision:26.05.2015
Didar Singh ... Petitioner
Vs.
State of Punjab & another ... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE TEJINDER SINGH DHINDSA.
Present: Mr. KPS Dhillon, Advocate for the petitioner.
Mr. Nikhil K. Chopra, DAG, Punjab.

Mr. Rakesh Gupta, Advocate for respondent No.2.

.....

TEJINDER SINGH DHINDSA, J.

This order shall dispose of the instant petition filed under
Section 438 Cr.P.C. seeking the concession of anticipatory bail to the
petitioner in Appeal No.366 of 2011 titled as Didar Singh Vs. Punjab Urban
Planning and Development Authority arising out of complaint No.120 dated
16.08.2003, under Section 36 of the Punjab Apartment and Property
Regulation Act, 1995.

On 23.03.2015, while issuing notice of motion, the following
order was passed by this Court:

“The instant petition has been filed under Section 438
Cr.P.C seeking protection against arrest in Appeal No.366 of
2011 arising out of complaint No.120 dated 16.8.2003 under
section 36 of the Punjab Apartment and Property Regulation
Act, 1995.

Counsel would contend that there were three connected
appeals which have been taken up together and in which the
present petitioner had been duly appearing. However, in
Appeal No.366 of 2011 in which non-bailable warrants have

been issued, the same had been segregated subsequently and it
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is only for that reason that the petitioner had not appeared.
Notice of motion, returnable for 30.4.2015.
The petitioner is directed to appear before the Trial
Court on the date already fixed i.e. 30.3.2015.
In the eventuality of the petitioner doing so, he would be
entitled to ad interim protection subject to satisfaction of the

Trial Court.”

During the course of hearing today, it has gone un-rebutted that
the present petitioner has duly appeared before the trial Court and upon
furnishing requisite bail bonds has been granted the benefit of ad interim
bail.

Under such circumstances, wherein the petitioner has joined the
process of law, prayer is allowed.

Order dated 23.03.2015 passed by this Court is made absolute.

Disposed of.

26.05.2015 (TEJINDER SINGH DHINDSA)
harjeet JUDGE
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