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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH
Sr.No.203 CRM-M No.41168 of 2020
Date of Decision: 14.10.2021
Ajay ...Petitioner
Versus
State of Haryana and others ...Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE MEENAKSHI I. MEHTA

Present: Mr. Naveen Siwach, Advocate,
for the petitioner (joined through virtual mode).

Mr. Vishal Kashyap, Deputy Advocate General, Haryana
for respondent No.1-State.

Mr. Lajpat Rai Sharma, Advocate
for respondent No.2.

Mr. Vaibhav Gupta, Advocate
for respondent No.3.
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MEENAKSHI I. MEHTA, J. (ORAL)

The petitioner herein has sought the relief of anticipatory
bail in the criminal case pertaining to the FIR bearing No.0172 dated
11.11.2019 registered at Police Station Titram, District Kaithal, under
Sections 406, 420, 506 read with Section 34 IPC.

Learned State counsel, on the instructions from ASI Jaswant
Singh of Police Station Titram, District Kaithal, apprises the Court that
despite having been afforded five (05) opportunities to join in the
investigation as directed by the Co-ordinate Bench vide the order passed

on 22.04.2021 while extending the interim relief of anticipatory bail to
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him, the petitioner has not joined in the investigation and moreover, his
(petitioner's) custodial interrogation is required to elicit the truth about
the modus operandi as adopted by him as well as his co-accused in the
alleged crime and also for the recovery of the amount as fraudulently
obtained by him from the complainant.

Keeping in view the above-discussed submission as made
by learned State counsel, this Court is of the considered opinion that the
petitioner does not deserve the relief of anticipatory bail. Resultantly, the

petition in hand stands dismissed accordingly.

(MEENAKSHI I. MEHTA)
14.10.2021 JUDGE
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