IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATES OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

Date of Decision: 03.09.2019

1) Crl. Misc. No.M-46557 of 2018

Ram Pal ...Petitioner
Versus

State of Haryana ...Respondent

2) Crl. Misc. No.M-6277 of 2019

Charan Singh Master ...Petitioner
Versus

State of Haryana ...Respondent

3) Crl. Misc. No.M-13488 of 2019

Rakesh ...Petitioner
Versus

State of Haryana ...Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMOL RATTAN SINGH

Present:-  Mr. Sumit Jain, Advocate, for the petitioner
in CRM-M-46557 of 2018,
Mr. Narinder Singh, Advocate, for the petitioner
in CRMs-M-6277 and 13488 of 2019
Mr. Neeraj Poswal, AAG, Haryana.
Mr. Gaurav Jangra, Advocate
for Mr. Partap Singh, Advocate
for the complainant in CRM-M-6277 of 2019.
Mr. Chirag Kundu, Advocate
for the complainant in CRM-M-46557 of 2018.
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Amol Rattan Singh, J. (Oral)

As already observed in the order dated 26.08.2019, today
learned counsel for the parties submit that the matter is stated to have been
compromised between the petitioners and the complainant in the FIR (in
each of the petitions), with learned counsel appearing for the complainant

also admitting to the aforesaid fact.
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However, an affidavit of Sh. Jagat Singh, Deputy
Superintendent of Police, Narwana, has been filed in Court today by the
learned State counsel, stating to the effect that as per the statement recorded
of the brother of the complainant, under Section 161 of the Cr.P.C., money
was given by him and his brother-in-law at a particular place.

The affidavit is taken on record.

Without making any comment on the merits of the case for or
against the petitioner in each of the petitions, the allegation being that the
petitioner had taken money from the complainant to get him recruited as a
Constable in the Haryana Police, the fact of the matter being that the
complainant himself is no longer interested in pursuing the case, and
learned State counsel on instructions from the police official who is present
in Court to assist him, submitting that the petitioner in each of the petitions
has joined investigation and their custodial interrogation is not required
presently, these petitions are allowed, and the orders granting interim bail to
the petitioner in each of the petitions are made absolute, on the same terms

and conditions.

(AMOL RATTAN SINGH)
JUDGE
03.09.2019
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Whether reasoned/speaking: Yes
Whether reportable: no
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