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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM No. M-21601 of 2017(0O&M)
Date of Decision : 18.07.2017
Jagbir Singh ...Petitioner
Versus

State of Haryana ...Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ANUPINDER SINGH GREWAL

Present: Mr. Keshav Pratap Singh, Advocate for the petitioner.
Mr. Tanun Sharma, Assistant Advocate General, Haryana.

Mr. Kulvir Narwal, Advocate for the complainant.

desksk

Anupinder Singh Grewal, J.(Oral)

The petitioner is seeking anticipatory bail in FIR No. 130, dated
19.05.2017, under Sections 408, 420 IPC (Sections 467, 468, 471, 120-B
IPC added later on), registered at Police Station Civil Lines, Bhiwani.

Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that the petitioner,
who was working as a General Manager (Sales) in Jagmohan Motors
Limited, Bhiwani, has falsely been implicated in the FIR and the allegations
of misappropriation are not based on any documentary evidence.

Learned State counsel upon instructions from SI Rajbir Singh
states that the allegations against the petitioner are rather serious inasmuch
as there is a forgery in the ledger bearing the entries about the cheques
issued in the name of the company and the entire amount received from the

customers for purchase of the cars is not reflected therein. He further
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contends that the petitioner is also involved in embezzlement of the money
received by the sale of the preowned cars by the company and, therefore,
custodial interrogation of the petitioner is required. Learned State counsel
also contends that two co-accused of the petitioner, namely, Chander Pal
Ranga and Parmila are in custody and have been denied regular bail by the
trial Court.

Heard.

Therefore, as the allegations against the petitioner are rather
serious of having embezzled and misappropriated the amount received from
the customers and his custodial interrogation would be necessary, I do not
find it a fit case to grant anticipatory bail to the petitioner.

The petition stands dismissed.

However, nothing observed herein will be construed as an
expression of any opinion whatsoever on the merits of the case.

(ANUPINDER SINGH GREWAL)
July 18™, 2017 JUDGE
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