RAJ KUMAR

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRL. MISC. No.M-12716 OF 2016 (O&M)
DATE OF DECISION : 26™ JULY, 2016

Manjit Singh
.... Petitioner
Versus
State of Haryana
.... Respondent
CORAM : HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE A. B. CHAUDHARI
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Present :  Mr. Ashit Malik, Advocate for the petitioner.
Mr. Vikas Chopra, DAG, Haryana.
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A.B. CHAUDHARLI, J. (ORAL)

The petitioner has filed this petition under Section 438 Cr.P.C.
seeking anticipatory bail in FIR No.1009 dated 24.12.2015 registered under
Section 420 read with Section 120-B IPC at Police Station City Thanesar,
District Kurukshetra.

Heard learned counsel for the rival parties and perused the
impugned order made by learned Additional Sessions Judge, Kurukshetra by
which the plea for anticipatory bail was rejected. Seen the reasons given in the
said order.

Undoubtedly the petitioner is main person who indulged in
committing the offence in question by taking away the papers containing
signatures of the complainant on blank papers from file of the Advocate and

then utilized the same for forging the agreement to sell. The allegations are
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very serious and the petitioner indulged in clear case of fraud and forging, is not
entitled to concession of any relief.

Learned Counsel for the petitioner submits that he has joined the
investigation pursuant to the interim order dated 02.05.2016.

In my opinion, looking to the huge amount for which he had made
the transaction that too by fraud and forgery, he is not entitled to anticipatory
bail.

In view of the above interim order dated 02.05.2016 is vacated and
the petition is dismissed.

26" JULY, 2016 (A. B. CHAUDHARI)
‘raj’ JUDGE

RAJ KUMAR

2016.08.10 11:36

| attest to the accuracy and
integrity of this document



