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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-57 of 2017 (O&M)
Date of decision: 16.01.2017

Joy Phillip
...Petitioner
Versus

State of Punjab
...Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE JITENDRA CHAUHAN
Present: ~ Mr. APS Chaudhary, Advocate the petitioner.
Ms. Harsimrat Rai, DAG, Punjab.

Complainant in person with
Mr. Harkeerat Singh, Advocate for the complainant.

kekoskok

Jitendra Chauhan, J. (Oral)

By filing the present petition, under Section 438 of the
Code of Criminal Procedure, the petitioner has sought anticipatory
bail in FIR No.180 dated 30.09.2016, registered under Sections 420
and 120-B of IPC, at Police Station Model Town, District Police
Commissionerate, Ludhiana.

It is contended that the petitioner is ready and willing to
settle the matter.

The learned counsel for the complainant, on instructions
states that at this stage, the complainant is not open to any

conciliation proceedings.
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The learned State counsel opposes the bail application
and state that the petitioner is a habitual offender and he is involved
in other 05 FIRs.

Heard.

This is the 2™ bail petition filed on behalf of the
petitioner. The first bail application was dismissed by passing a
detailed order, by way of order dated 18.11.2016 (Annexure P-6).
The learned counsel for the petitioner has failed to point out any
fresh favorable circumstance in favour of the petitioner. Keeping in
view the above, this Court is not inclined to accept the prayer made
in the instant petition.

Dismissed.

Anything said herein above shall not be construed as an

expression of opinion on the merits of the case.

16.01.2017 (JITENDRA CHAUHAN)
sumit.k JUDGE
Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes No
Whether Reportable : Yes No
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