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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

Crl. Misc. No.M- 1033 of 2016(0O&M)
Date of Decision: January 9, 2017.

Malti Bedi
...... PETITIONER (s)

Versus

State of Punjab and another
...... RESPONDENT (s)

CORAM:- HON'BLE MRS.JUSTICE LISA GILL

Present: Mr. Lovekesh Gupta, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. K.D.Sachdeva, Addl.AG, Punjab.

Mr. APS Chaudhary, Advocate
for respondent No.2.

seskeskeoskok

1. Whether reporters of local papers may be allowed to see
the judgment?

2. To be referred to the reporters or not?

3.  Whether the judgment should be reported in the digest?

sk skeskosk

LISA GILL, J.

This petition has been filed for grant of anticipatory bail to the
petitioner in FIR No.6 dated 02.07.2015 under Sections 406/498A/354/506/
120B IPC, registered at Police Station NRI, Sangrur, District Sangrur.

Petitioner is the mother-in-law of respondent No.2. Interim
protection was afforded to her by this Court vide order 17.03.2016.

Thereafter, the matter was referred to the Mediation and Conciliation Centre
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of this Court on 20.05.2016.

It is submitted by learned counsel for the parties that the dispute
has been settled before the Mediation and Conciliation Centre of this Court
on 22.12.2016. In terms of the settlement dated 22.12.2016, it has been
agreed that a sum of<8,50,000/- shall be paid by the petitioner to respondent
No.2. This will be the full and final settlement of respondent No.2's claims
qua the petitioner as well as petitioner's son Karun Bedi and other family
members. The decree of divorce between the petitioner's son Karun Bedi and
respondent No.2 — Neelu obtained in Australia has been accepted by both the
parties. It has also been agreed between the parties that a petition for
quashing of the abovesaid FIR shall be filed on or before 15.01.2017.

In terms of the settlement dated 22.12.2016, learned counsel for
the petitioner has produced a Demand Draft dated 26.12.2016 drawn on Yes
Bank Ltd. for a sum of ¥1,00,000/- in favour of respondent No.2 — Neelu.
The Draft dated 26.12.2016 has been handed over to the learned counsel for
respondent No.2 for onward transmission to her. It is submitted that in view
of the settlement arrived at between the parties, this petition be allowed.

I have heard learned counsel for the parties and gone through the
file.

It is not disputed by learned counsel for respondent No.2 that a
settlement has been arrived at between the parties on 22.12.2016 before
Mediation and Conciliation Centre of this Court. Copy of the settlement has
been placed on record. Photocopy of the Demand Draft dated 26.12.2016

amounting to 31,00,000/- is taken on record.
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In view of the above but without commenting or expressing any
opinion on the merits of the case, order dated 13.01.2016 passed by this Court
is made absolute.

Petition is allowed.

(LISA GILL)
January 9, 2017. JUDGE

< bl

om

Whether speaking/reasoned: Yes/No
Whether reportable: Yes/No

Omkar Singh

2017.01.10 12:00

I attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this document
Chandigarh



