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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH.

106 CRM-M-31403 of 2019
Date of decision:25.7.2019

Pawan Kumar
... Petitioner
versus
State of Punjab
... Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMOL RATTAN SINGH.

Present: Mr.Rishu Mahajan, Advocate,
for the petitioner

AMOL RATTAN SINGH., J. (Oral)

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the petitioner
not having been able to furnish the bail/surety bonds as he was required to
upon him having been admitted to bail vide the order dated 14.12.2018
(copy Annexure P-2), he may be granted one opportunity to do the needful.

Having considered the matter, it is seen that even on
14.12.2018 bail was granted to the petitioner on an application filed by him
under Section 438 of the Cr.P.C., by the learned Sessions Judge, Jalandhar,
after he had absented himself once before the trial Court.

Thereafter, as has been noticed in the order of that Court,
refusing to extend time to furnish the bail/surety bonds, the period of 10
days given to him to furnish such bonds expired on 25.12.2018, whereas
even the application seeking such extension of time was filed on 11.2.2019.

Consequently, it having been observed in that order that the
petitioner had taken the directions of the Court very lightly and had

intentionally therefore not complied with the directions passed, I see
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absolutely no reason to differ with the aforesaid observations of the learned
Sessions Judge.

Hence, this petition is dismissed. However, upon the petitioner
surrendering before the trial Court and filing any application for bail under
Section 439 of the Cr.P.C., it would be naturally dealt with on its own

merits, as expeditiously as possible.

25.7.2019 (AMOL RATTAN SINGH)
pk JUDGE
Whether speaking/reasoned Yes/No

Whether Reportable Yes/No
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