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210.
IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-18957-2019
Date of decision:23.07.2019

RAJ PAL ... Petitioner

Versus

STATE OF HARYANA .... Respondent

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE HARI PAL VERMA

Present: Mr. Rohit Mittal, Advocate,
for the petitioner.

Ms. Gaganpreet Kaur, AAG, Haryana,
for respondent No.1.

Mr. Sandeep Kumar Yadav, Advocate,
for respondent No.2.

HARI PAL VERMA, J.(Oral)

Prayer in this petition filed under Section 438 Cr.P.C. is for
grant of anticipatory bail to the petitioner in case FIR No0.410 dated
31.10.2018 registered under Sections 323, 406, 498-A, 506 of IPC at Police
Station Kanina, District Mahendergarh.

Vakalatnama filed on behalf of respondent No.2 in court today,
is taken on record.

Vide order dated 29.04.2019, while issuing notice of motion in
the case, arrest of the petitioner was stayed. The petitioner and respondent
No.2 were directed to appear before the Mediation and Conciliation Centre
of this Court, however, subject to payment of Rs.20,000/- as litigation
expenses by the petitioner to respondent No.2-wife on causing her

appearance before the Mediator.
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Apart from the fact that the petitioner has rarely joined the
mediation, the amount of Rs.20,000/- as directed by this Court to be paid to
the respondent No.2 towards litigation expenses, has not been paid.

To a specific query to the petitioner that what he is doing, the
petitioner has submitted that he is 'unemployed', whereas the 1.O., present in
the Court, has stated that he is working with some private company.
Petitioner is not even fair with the court. The conduct of the petitioner
dis-entitle him for grant of bail.

Accordingly, the present petition is hereby dismissed.

(HARI PAL VERMA)
JUDGE
23.07.2019
sanjeev
Whether speaking/reasoned? Yes/No
Whether reportable? Yes/No
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