IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH
Sr. No.126
CRM-M-10113-2021
Date of decision: 04.03.2021
Balbir Singh ....Petitioner
Versus
State of Punjab ....Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE DEEPAK SIBAL

Present: Mr. SPS Aulakh, Advocate
for the petitioner.
Ms. Samina Dhir, DAG, Punjab.
* * *
DEEPAK SIBAL, J. (Oral)

The matter has been taken up through video conferencing.

Through CRM-M-38575-2018 — Balbir Singh vs. State of

Punjab, the petitioner had earlier approached this Court for the grant of

anticipatory bail which petition of his was dismissed by this Court on

25.01.2019 and operative part of such order reads as under:-
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“In this case FIR was got registered on the
complaint of Ravel Singh son of Bishan Singh, who has
retired as Inspector from BSF and after retirement started
cultivating his land. He has sold 5 acres of land for a sum
of Rs.2,50,00,000/-. Thereafter, one Pawan Kumar alias
Pammu told him that he is doing the business of property
dealing and will get him purchased land at less
commission. He introduced him with Rajbir, Amar,
Ashok Gupta, Vijay Sharma and they showed him the
land of 10 acres situated at Ramdas Road which they
agreed to sell the same at the rate of Rs.9,50,000/- per
acre and he gave them Rs.2,00,000/- as Biana.
Thereafter, another sum of Rs.7 lakh was given on
23.9.2014, Rs.10 lakh on 26.9.2014, Rs.20 lakh on
1.10.2014, Rs.27 lakh on 7.10.2014, another sum of
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Rs.40 lakh on 13.10.2014. Thereafter, they asked him for
giving the remaining balance amount and they purchased
one stamp paper in his name and he asked them to be
ready for the balance amount. On 17.10.2014, he
withdrew from his account, Rs.10 lakh and entered into
agreement to sell 7 kanals of land with Surinder Singh
son of Gurnam Singh and Davinder Singh, both son of
Harbhajan Singh resident of Village Daburji to arrange
the money and he received Rs.50 lakh in cash.
Remaining amount of Rs.5 lakh was to be paid at the
time of execution of the sale deed. He took loan of Rs.20
lakh each on his land from Gram Bank Branch Nadala
and Punjab National Bank Branch, Akbarpura, District
Kapurthala and he took Rs.10 lakh from his relative
Surinder Singh and remaining amount he took from his
account and also from the FDRs of his daughter-in-law
Manjit Kaur. When he contacted these persons for
executing sale deed, he met Rajbir, Amar, Ashok Gupta
and Vijay Sharma, the four property dealers and who told
him to pay all the amount and they have to purchase the
stamp papers for execution of registry. They made him to
sit in the office of Tehsildar but thereafter they never
came back. Later on he came to know that they have
cheated him and they have introduced him with wrong
names. Original name of Rajbir Singh was Heera Singh
and that of Amar was Manu. The original name of Ashok
Gupta was Ashwani Kumar. Original name of Vijay
Sharma is Balbir @ Kala.

Vide order dated 23.08.2018, this Court directed
the petitioner to join the investigation. He has joined the
investigation. In this case, according to the prosecution,
Rs.1,96,00,000/- was paid but the same has not been
returned. Further, it comes out that the present petitioner

introduced himself to the complainant with a wrong
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name of Vijay Sharma. This gives beep into the mind of
the petitioner at the time of negotiation regarding sale
and payment of the money.

Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that
there is a four years delay in lodging the FIR and that
nothing was received from the petitioner. I am of the
view that considering the allegations, police is to be
given free hands to detect the fraud. It is not a fit case for
grant of anticipatory bail.

Accordingly, petition is dismissed.”

The petitioner challenged the afore-quoted order passed by this
Court before the Apex Court through SLP (Crl.) No.19717-2020 — Balbir
Singh vs. The State of Punjab which petition was withdrawn by him through

the following order:-

“After arguing the matter for a while learned
counsel for the petitioner prays for and is granted liberty
to withdraw the present petition.

Hence, the SLP is dismissed as withdrawn.”

Let copies of this order be communicated to the
concerned Police Station as well as to the Chief Judicial
Magistrate.

Faced with the above, learned counsel for the petitioner seeks

to unconditionally withdraw the present petition.

Dismissed.
(DEEPAK SIBAL)
JUDGE
March 04, 2021
Jyoti 1
Whether speaking/reasoned Yes/No

Whether reportable Yes/No
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