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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-49479-2019.
Date of Decision:-18.08.2021.

Dheeraj Kumar Sharma
..... Petitioner

Versus

State of Punjab and others
...... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VIKAS BAHL
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Present: Mr. Mukesh Kumar Bhatnagar, Advocate for the petitioner.
Mr. Saurav Khurana, DAG, Punjab.

(Through Video Conferencing)
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VIKAS BAHL, J. (Oral)

This is a petition under Section 438 Cr.P.C. for grant of
anticipatory bail to the petitioner in FIR No.164, dated 16.10.2019 under
Sections 420, 120-B of IPC and Section 13 of the Punjab Travel
Professional (Regulation) Act 2014, registered at Police Station
Cantonment, District Police Commissionerate, Amritsar.

In this case, after notice of motion was issued, vide order dated
16.12.2019, a Co-ordinate Bench of this Court had recorded the statement
of the petitioner that he will pay an amount of Rs.62,500/- to the
complainant within one week from that day and on the said condition, the

arrest of the petitioner was stayed till the next date of hearing.
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On 20.02.2020, a Co-ordinate Bench of this Court had passed
the following order:-

“Learned counsel for the petitioner is
directed to implead complainant as party and bring a
demand draft of ¥ 70,000/-, which includes < 62,500/- as
agreed by the petitioner to be paid to the complainant
along with interest.

On needful being done, notice be issued to
the complainant for 27.3.2020 through ordinary process
and registered post on furnishing requisite number of
copies of the paper-book, registered cover, process fee
and incidental expenses, if any, within a week.

In case of non-compliance of this order in
its letter and spirit, this petition shall positively be

dismissed for want of prosecution.”

Neither the said demand draft of I 70,000/- has been presented
nor the petitioner has contacted the learned counsel for the petitioner.

In view of the above, the present petition is dismissed for non-

compliance of the earlier orders passed by this Court.

(VIKAS BAHL)
JUDGE
August 18, 2021.
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