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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANAs document
AT CHANDIGARH

Criminal Misc.No.M-16071 of 2013 (O&M)
Date of Decision : 05™ September, 2016
Sunita and another

...... Petitioners
Versus
State of Punjab and others
...... Respondents
CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AJAY TEWARI
Tk
Present:  Mr. K.S.Pannu, DAG, Punjab.

*k%

AJAY TEWARI, J. (Oral)
Non-bailable warrants issued against petitioner No.2 reported

to have been received back unserved.

In this case, when the petitioners had approached this Court for
protection, a condition was imposed that petitioner No.2 will deposit a sum
of Rs.1,50,000/- in the form of FDR in the name of petitioner No.l.
Lateron, it was reported that no FDR had been created. That is why, non-
bailable warrants had been issued against petitioner No.2. It may be noticed
that petitioner No.l has not approached this Court for taking any action
against petitioner No.2 for not depositing the said amount in her name.

Therefore, on the point of depositing the said amount in the
name of petitioner No.l, the instant petition stands disposed of. In case,
petitioner No.1 appears before this Court and makes a complaint, action can
be taken against petitioner No.2.

(AJAY TEWARI )
05™ September, 2016 JUDGE
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