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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH
CRM-M-35952-2018 (O&M)
Date of Decision:-31.08.2018.
Dharambir Singh
..... Petitioner
Versus
State of Punjab
...... Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE P.B. BAJANTHRI
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Present: Mr. Ajay Pal Singh Rehan, Advocate for the petitioner.
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P.B. BAJANTHRI, J. (Oral)

In the instant petition under the provisions of Section 438
Cr.P.C., petitioner has sought for anticipatory bail in case FIR No.2 dated
04.01.2017 under Sections 420/120-B of the IPC, registered at Police
Station Fatehgarh Churian, Police District Batala, District Gurdaspur.
2.) The allegations against the petitioner is that Sandeep Singh,
Ajay Chalana and Inderjit Singh have remitted few lakhs of rupees in the
petitioner's account. = The said money is misappropriated from the
complainant and others who have been cheated Sandeep Singh, Ajay
Chalana and Inderjit Singh while assuring them that they will get job in
Australia. Petitioner is not in a position to apprise this Court as to why
Sandeep Singh, Ajay Chalana and Inderjit Singh have deposited the
misappropriated money in the petitioner's account. Perusal of the FIR, it is

evident that petitioner is also involved in the job racket at abroad.
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3) Learned counsel for the petitioner tried to apprise this Court
stating that petitioner is also one of the victim from Sandeep Singh and
Inderjit Singh to the extent that petitioner would be provided job at
Singapore. In order to complete the petitioner's transaction, Sandeep Singh
and Inderjit Singh have managed to deposit the petitioner's amount in the
petitioners' account. To that extent, petitioner has not produced any
material as to what extent, petitioner has been cheated by Sandeep Singh
and Inderjit Singh so also money transaction between the petitioner,
Sandeep Singh and Inderjit Singh. Thus, petitioner has not made out a case

for anticipatory bail.

4.) Accordingly, petition stands dismissed.
(P.B. BAJANTHRI)
JUDGE
August 31, 2018.
sandeep
Whether speaking/reasoned:- Yes / No
Whether Reportable:- Yes / No.
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