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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRL. MISC. No.M-23195 OF 2017
DATE OF DECISION : 22" SEPTEMBER, 2017

Harjit Singh
.... Petitioner
Versus
State of Punjab
.... Respondent
CRL. MISC. No.M-25006 OF 2017 (O&M)
Jagdeep Singh
.... Petitioner
Versus
The State of Punjab

.... Respondent

CORAM : HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE A. B. CHAUDHARI
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Present : Mr. Manvinder Singh Sidhu, Advocate
for petitioner-Harjit Singh.

Mr. Charanpreet Singh, Advocate
for petitioner-Jagdeep Singh.

Mr. Ramandeep Sandhu, Sr. D.A.G. Punjab.

Complainant - in person.
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A.B. CHAUDHARLI, J. (ORAL)

The petitioners have filed these petitions under Section 438
Cr.P.C. seeking anticipatory bail in FIR No0.69 dated 26.05.2017
registered under Sections 420 & 120-B IPC and Section 25 of the
Immigration Act, at Police Station Division No.8, District Ludhiana.

Heard learned counsel for the rival parties and the

complainant, who is present in person.



CRL. MISC. No.M-23195 OF 2017 & CRL. MISC. No.M-25006 OF 2017

-

This Court had granted ad-interim bail to the petitioners on
05.07.2017 in CRM-M-23195-2017 and on 14.07.2017 in CRM-M-
25006-2017.

Learned counsel for the petitioners were asked to take
instructions as to the payment of entire amount in the sum of ¥3,30,000/-.
Learned counsel for the petitioners state that a compromise has been
arrived at between the parties that the complainant will accept the amount
0f32,50,000/- only.

The interim orders were made in the month of July, 2017.
The petitioners were given enough time. Now counsel for the petitioners
prayed that two months’ time be granted even to pay I2,50,000/- because
the petitioners would pay the same after harvesting the paddy.

Looking to the fact that the complainant had parted with
33,30,000/- and looking to the further fact that the complainant had
agreed to compromise because he was to get the payment early, I think,
now the petitioners cannot be given any indulgence.

However, further indulgence is granted to the petitioners,
provided that they have to pay the entire amount of I3,30,000/- by
demand draft in favour of the complainant within a period of two months
from today.

It is made clear that if the amount of ¥3,30,000/- is not paid

within the stipulated period, the interim orders, in both the petitions,
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granting anticipatory bail to the petitioners, shall come to end
automatically and police shall arrest the petitioners.

Disposed of accordingly.

22" SEPTEMBER, 2017 (A. B. CHAUDHARI)
‘raj’ JUDGE
Whether speaking/reasoned: Yes No

Whether Reportable: Yes No
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