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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH
CRM-M-25963 of 2017
Date of decision: December 04, 2017
Jitender
...... Petitioner
Versus
State of Haryana
..... Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE A.B. CHAUDHARI
Present: Mr. Shekhar Gupta, Advocate for the petitioner.

Ms. Tanisha Peshawaria, DAG Haryana.

fhkx

A.B. CHAUDHARYI, J (Oral)

Heard learned counsel for the State.

Petitioner seeks anticipatory bail in FIR No.86 dated
23.06.2017, under Sections 188, 279, 379, 336, 120-B of Indian Penal
Code, 1860, registered at Police Station Panjokhra, District Ambala.
This Court had made an order dated 21.07.2017 granting ad interim
anticipatory bail to the petitioner.

The State was asked to point out the loss caused to the
State vide order dated 21.08.2017. Learned State counsel, on
instructions from Sub Inspector Sube Singh, makes a submission that
the loss caused to the State is I71,600/-.

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the
petitioner has already deposited I50,000/- as per order dated

21.07.2017. He disputed the manner in which the the loss quantified
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This Court cannot go into that question since the petitioner
will have to undertake remedy available in law against the order
quantifying loss to the State. However, the relief of anticipatory bail
should not be declined provided the petitioner deposit the balance
amount of I21,600/- with the State. It is made clear that the entire
amount including I21,600/- deposited by the petitioner is without
prejudice to his right to challenge the order quantifying the loss to the
State.

With the above observations, this petition is disposed of.
Interim order dated 21.07.2017 granting ad interim anticipatory bail to
the petitioner is made absolute. Balance amount of I21,600/- shall be
deposited within a period of 15 days from today with the office of
Deputy Commissioner concerned. Liberty is reserved in favour of the

petitioner to challenge the order quantifying the loss to the State.

(A.B. CHAUDHARI)
JUDGE
December 04, 2017

mahavir
Whether speaking/ reasoned: Yes/No

Whether Reportable: Yes/No
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