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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRM No. M-25941 of 2016
DECIDED ON: AUGUST 01, 2016

CHAMKAUR SINGH
... PETITIONER
VERSUS
STATE OF UT CHANDIGARH
... RESPONDENT

CORAM:HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JASPAL SINGH

Present: Mr. P.S. Jammu, Advocate
for the petitioner.

JASPAL SINGH.J

Instant petition has been preferred under Section 438 Cr.P.C. by
Chamkaur Singh seeking pre-arrest bail in case FIR No. 454 dated
December 04, 2015 under Section 420 IPC registered at Police Station East
Sector 26, Chandigarh.

2. The contention of learned counsel for the petitioner is that
petitioner has been falsely implicated in this case. Petitioner is the victim
of the fraud committed by travel agent and is not at all aware about the
alleged documents attached with VISA application. = Moreover, the
documents are already in possession of the police and nothing is to be
recovered from the petitioner. He further submits that he is not aware
about the alleged firm, namely DJINN Life Style India Pvt. Ltd.
Moreover, petitioner is ready to join the investigation and is abide by all
the conditions imposed by this Court, in case, he is granted the concession
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of pre-arrest bail.

3. This Court has given an anxious thought to the submissions
made by learned counsel for the petitioner but does not find any legal or
factual weight in view of the fact that there are specific allegations of
cheating and fraud qua the petitioner. Even he used the forged and
fabricated documents purported to be issued by the company-complainant.
Even, he was not an employee of the said company but forged and
fabricated balance sheets and other documents just to show that he worked
with company-complainant.

4. In view of above, this Court is of the considered view that
custodial interrogation of petitioner is essential to unearth all the
ramifications involved in this case and in the absence of custodial

interrogation of petitioner, investigation of this case is likely to be

stultified.

5. Dismissed.
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