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206 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH
CRM-M-6902-2023
Date of decision: 26.07.2023
SUNDER SINGH ..PETITIONER
VERSUS
STATE OF PUNJAB ...RESPONDENT

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE VIVEK PURI

Present: Mr. Abhishek Singla, Advocate for the petitioner.

Ms. Ruchika Sabherwal, DAG, Punjab.

Mr. Anmol Hayer, Advocate for
Mr. Deepinder Brar, Advocate for the complainant.
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VIVEK PURIL,J. (ORAL)

1. On 09.02.2023, the following order was passed:-

“The present petition has been preferred seeking grant
of anticipatory bail in case FIR No.78 dated 08.12.2022
under Sections 498A, 406 of IPC at Police Station
Women, District Bathinda.

At this stage, Mr. Deepinder Brar, Advocate has put in
appearance on behalf of the complainant and filed his
vakalatnama, which is taken on record. He has fairly
submitted that the complainant wants to resolve the
matter and join the petitioner in the matrimonial home
by resolving all the matrimonial discord.

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that there are
serious allegations made by the complainant, however,
he is not against the exploration of an amicable
solution.

Both the counsel for the parties are ad idem that, in
case, the matter is referred to the Mediation Centre it
can be settled either way.

In light of the above, the parties are directed to appear
before the Mediation and Conciliation Centre of this
Court on 16.02.2023.

Report be awaited for 25.04.2023.

In the meanwhile, the arrest of the petitioner shall
remain stayed, however this interim arrangement is only
to explore the possibility of amicable solution and it
shall not be considered for deciding the petition on

2023.07.26 16:34 . B
| attest to the accuracy and mertits.
integrity of this document



RENU BALA

2023:PHHC:094881

CRM-M-6902-2023 -2-

3. As per the report received from the Mediation and Conciliation Centre
of this Court, the matrimonial dispute has been amicably settled between the
parties.

4. In pursuance of the amicable settlement, the petitioner and the
complainant have instituted a petition under Section 13-B of Hindu Marriage
Act for dissolution of marriage by mutual consent.

5. Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that though the arrest of
the petitioner was stayed but still he has joined the investigation.

6. On instructions from ASI Nirmal Singh, learned State counsel submits
that the petitioner has joined the investigation and his custodial interrogation is
not required.

7. Learned counsel for the complainant has also not disputed the fact of
amicable settlement between the parties.

8. In these set of circumstances, the petition is allowed and it is directed
that in the event of arrest, the petitioner be released on interim bail to the
satisfaction of the Arresting Officer subject to the condition that he complies

with the provisions of Section 438(2) Cr.P.C.

26.07.2023 (VIVEK PURI)
renubala JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned: Yes/No
Whether reportable: Yes/No
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