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Heard Ld. Counsel for both sides.

There is no satisfactory explanation regarding the prolonged
delay in lodging the FIR. A civil suit concerning the disputed property is
pending, which was admittedly filed before lodging of the FIR, though
subsequent to the alleged date of occurrence.

Considering these aspects, the petitioner may be admitted to
anticipatory bail, subject to the satisfaction of the Arresting/Investigating

Officer and subject to compliance of the conditions under Section 438(2)

Cr.P.C.
(SUDIP AHLUWALIA)
JUDGE
21.07.2017
Dinesh
Whether speaking/reasoned Yes/No
Whether Reportable : Yes/No

Dinesh Kumar

2017.07.21 16:39

| attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this document



