201 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRM No. M-40035 of 2015 (O&M)
Date of Decision: 21.09.2017.

Mohit Katyal
... Petitioner
Versus
State of Haryana ... Respondent
CORAM : Hon'ble Mr. Justice Jitendra Chauhan
Present : Mr. Sunil Dhanda, Advocate for

Mr. Rajesh Lamba, Advocate,
for the petitioner.

Mr. Arun Kumar, AAG Haryana
assisted by ASI Sushila.

Mr. M.K. Sood, Advocate for
Ms. Ranjana Sharma, Advocate,
for the complainant.

JITENDRA CHAUHAN.J.(ORAL)

The present petition has been filed under Section 438
the Cr.P.C seeking anticipatory bail in case FIR No. 13 dated
18.09.2015 registered under Sections 354(A)(I), 498-A and 406 read
with Section 34 IPC at Police Station Women Police Station,
Faridabad.

In pursuance to the order dated 14.09.2017, the
petitioner has filed a duly sworn affidavit dated 21.09.2017 reflecting
the details of the payment of Rs.15 lakh to be paid to the complainant
and the child. The affidavit is taken on record as Mark-A. The
petitioner has joined investigation.

Learned counsel appearing for the complainant states
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that he has been instructed to make a statement that the complainant has
no objection if the present petition is allowed and the petitioner is
admitted to bail.

Learned State counsel, on instructions, states that the
petitioner has joined the investigation and he is not required for
custodial interrogation.

A reading of the affidavit makes out that no date for
the proposed filing of petition under Section 13-B of the Hindu
Marriage Act has been reflected. Learned counsel for the petitioner
states that the needful will be done within three weeks from today after
prior intimation to the complainant through counsel before this Court,
Sh. M.K. Sood, Advocate, who would further intimate the date to the
complainant.

In view of the compromise reflected in the affidavit,
the order dated 28.11.2015 passed by this Court is made absolute,
subject to furnishing of bail-bonds/surety bonds by the petitioner to the
satisfaction of the CJM/Duty Magistrate concerned.

The petition stands allowed.

21.09.2017. (JITENDRA CHAUHAN)
SN JUDGE

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