IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No0.64966 of 2021

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-289 Year-2021 Thana- BYPASS District- Patna

1. SARDAR SINGH CHAWLA Son of Sri Gyan Singh Chawla, Resident of
Village- Dholpur, P.O. Khanpur, P.S.- Rudrapur Dhyanpur, District- Udham
Singh Nagar (Uttarkhand).

2. Satyendra Kumar Narayan Son of Ramchandra Prasad, Resident of Matrix
India Com Care Pvt. Ltd, Near Shradhanand School, Ring Road, P.S.- Koar,
District- Ranchi (Jharkhand).

3. Harpal Singh Chawla Son of Harnam Singh Chawla, Resident of in front of
H.P. Petrol Pump, Gadarpur Road Village- Jafarpur, P.S.- Rudrapur, District-
Udhamsingh Nagar (Uttarkhand).

...... Petitioner/s
Versus
The State of Bihar.
..... Opposite Party/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr.Pramod Kumar
For the Opposite Party/s : Mr.Manoj Kumar

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE NAWNEET KUMAR
PANDEY
ORAL ORDER

2 21-07-2022 The learned counsel for the petitioners is directed to
remove all the defects pointed out by the office within one
month.

Heard the learned counsel for the petitioners as well as
the learned counsel for the informant.

The petitioners apprehend their arrest in connection
with Bypass P.S. Case No. 289 of 2021 registered for offence
punishable under sections 120(B), 420, 406, 467, 468, 471,
427/34 of the Indian Penal Code and later on, section 409 of the

Indian Penal Code has been added.
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Petitioner no. 1 is Director of Hemtrix Agritech Pvt. Ltd.
Petitioner nos. 2 and 3 are employee of Hemtrix Agritech Pvt.
Ltd.

As per allegation, earlier Rs.25,00,000/- were invested in
the company by the informant and after setting of other
liabilities, the investment of the informant was Rs.23,60,000/-.
Some dispute arose between the informant and the petitioners.
The informant wanted to take back his invested money, but the
petitioners threatened to implicate him in false case.

The learned counsel for the petitioners has submitted
that petitioner no. 1, who is Director of the company, and the
informant have compromised the case and petitioner nos. 2 and
3 are merely employees of that company. Petitioner no. 1, at the
time of compromise, has assured to return the entire amount of
Rs.23,60,000/- to the informant at the time of compounding the
FIR before this Court.

The learned counsel for the informant has submitted that
though it is true that the matter has been compromised between
petitioner no. 1, who is Director of the Company, but there is no
compromise of the informant with petitioner nos. 2 and 3.

It appears that the Director of the company has

compromised the case with the informant and he is ready to
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return the entire amount of Rs.23,60,000/-.

Considering the above-mentioned facts and
circumstances, the petitioners above-named, in the event of their
arrest or surrender, within four weeks from today, are directed
to be released on bail on furnishing bail bonds of Rs.10,000/-
each with two sureties of the like amount each to the satisfaction
of learned Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate-VI, Patna City,
Patna in connection with Bypass P.S. Case No. 289 of 2021,
subject to condition as laid down under section 438(2) Cr. P.C.

Office shall ensure that all defects are removed by the
petitioners within the stipulated time mentioned hereinabove,
failing which, the matter shall be brought to the notice of this

Court.

(Nawneet Kumar Pandey, J)



