IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-34385-2019
Date of decision : 14.9.2021

Sanjay
... Petitioner

Versus

State of Haryana
... Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARINDER SINGH SIDHU

Present: Mr.Sourabh Goel, Advocate for the petitioner

Mr.Vishal Malik, DAG, Haryana

Complainant in person

HARINDER SINGH SIDHU, J.

The case is taken up through video conferencing on account of

COVID 2019.

Prayer is for grant of anticipatory bail to the petitioner in case
FIR No.139 dated 6.3.2019 under Sections 120-B, 406, 420 IPC registered
at Police Station Quilla Panipat, District Panipat.

The allegation against the petitioner is that he had taken a loan
of Rs.25 lakhs from Union Bank of India on the basis of the security of the
house of the complainant, which was furnished without knowledge and
consent of the complainant.

Learned counsel for the petitioner states that the matter has

since been compromised with the complainant and as per the compromise,
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the petitioner would repay the loan and get the documents of the house of
the complainant released from the bank within a period of fifteen months. In
case, he fails to do so, he will compensate the complainant by paying him a
sum of Rs.14 lakh. The petitioner would also pay an additional amount of
Rs.1.5 lakh to the complainant to compensate him for harassment etc. that
he has had to undergo.

Vide order dated 26.8.2019, this Court while granting the
concession of interim anticipatory bail directed the petitioner to join
investigation.

Learned State counsel states that the petitioner has joined the

investigation and his custodial interrogation is no longer required.

In view of above, the petition is allowed. The order dated
26.8.2019 granting interim anticipatory bail to the petitioner, is made
absolute. However, the petitioner shall join the investigation as and when
called upon to do so by the Investigating Agency and shall abide by the
conditions of Section 438 (2) Cr.P.C.

The  petitioner = would remain bound by  his

statement/undertaking as per the compromise.

14.9.2021 (HARINDER SINGH SIDHU)
gsv JUDGE

Whether speaking / reasoned Yes/No

Whether reportable Yes/No
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