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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-51863-2019

Date of decision-30.11.2021
PARVINDER CHAND ...Petitioner

Vs.

STATE OF PUNJAB ...Respondent

CORAM:- HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE MANOJ BAJAJ

Present: Ms. Ramneet Kaur, Advocate for
Mr. Sarju Puri, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Ramdeep Partap Singh, DAG, Punjab.

L

MANOJ BAJAJ, J. (ORAL)

This petition has been filed by the petitioner under Section 438
Code of Criminal Procedure for grant of anticipatory bail in case FIR No. 92

dated 03.11.2019 under Sections 406, 420 Indian Penal Code, 1860 &

Section 13 Punjab Travel Professional Regulation Act, 2014, registered at

Police Station City Banga, District SBS Nagar.

On 06.12.2019 following order was passed by this Court:-

“Learned counsel for the petitioner contends
that the alleged payment of amount in the FIR, as
claimed by the complainant, lacks all kind of
particulars. He further submits that the dispute was
previously compromised and states that the petitioner
is willing to compromise the matter and compound
the offence. According to him, a sum of Rs.35,000/-
has already stands deposited in the account of

complainant.
Notice of motion for 28.4.2020.
Meanwhile, the petitioner shall join

| attest to the accuracy of

this order
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investigation and would come present as and when
called for and in the event of arrest, the petitioner
shall be admitted to interim bail on his furnishing
personal and surety bonds to the satisfaction of
Arresting/Investigating Olfficer. The petitioner shall
also abide by the conditions as specified under
Section 438(2) Cr.PC. ”

On 09.08.2021 it was apprised by the learned State counsel that
the petitioner has not complied with the directions given by this Court and
has not joined the investigation.

Learned State counsel on instructions from SI Mohinder Singh
has stated that the petitioner has not joined the investigation till date and as
per information given by the wife of the petitioner, he has left India.

Considering the above background and the conduct of the

petitioner, no case is made out for grant of anticipatory bail.

Dismissed.
30.11.2021 (MANOJ BAJA)J)
Vipin kumar J UD GE
Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes No
Whether Reportable : Yes No
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