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201 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-9232-2020 (O&M)
Date of Decision :17.12.2021

RANADEEP GHOSAL AND ANOTHER ... Petitioners
Versus
STATE OF HARYANA ....Respondent

CORAM : HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE HARNARESH SINGH GILL

Present :  Mr. Shailender Kashyap, Advocate and
Mr. Vishwendra Verma, Advocate
for petitioner No.1.

Mr. Ashok Singh Chaudhary, Addl. AG Haryana.

Hkeskk

HARNARESH SINGH GILL, J. (Oral)

Case is taken up for hearing through video conferencing.

Prayer is for grant of anticipatory bail in case bearing FIR
No0.610 dated 30.09.2019, under Sections 406, 420, 467, 468 and 471 read
with Section 120-B IPC, registered at Police Station DLF, District
Gurugram.

Petitioner No.1 had been granted ad-interim anticipatory bail on
02.03.2020 and directed to join the investigation.

On 03.08.2021, learned State counsel had pointed out that the
petitioner did not join the investigation despite specific directions issued by
this Court.

Again on 20.09.2021, petitioner No.1 was granted an
opportunity to join the investigation but he again had not bothered to comply

with the orders passed by this Court.
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On 13.12.2021, petitioner No.1 was granted last opportunity to
join the investigation.

Same is the situation today. Petitioner No.1 had again not
joined the investigation in compliance of the orders passed by this Court.

At this stage, learned counsel for petitioner No.1 submits that a
compromise has been effected between the parties

Upon this, learned State counsel submits that he has no
knowledge regarding the aforesaid fact. He, however, on the instructions
from ASI Gujraj, submits that petitioner No.1 has again failed to join
investigation.

Perusal of the record would go to show that petitioner No.1
was granted opportunities time and again but instead of complying with the
orders passed by this Court, he had violated the same. Petitioner No.1 cannot
be allowed to enjoy the interim protection on the cost of violation of the
orders passed by this Court.

Keeping in view the above, petitioner No.l is not entitled for

grant of any further relief.

Dismissed.
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