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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND  HARYANA 

AT CHANDIGARH 

CRM-M-31575-2022

Date of decision : 08.08.2023

HARJIT SINGH ....Petitioner

            

Versus

STATE OF PUNJAB                   ...Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE PANKAJ JAIN

Present : Mr. Ankur Malik, Advocate and 

Mr. Zenim Dogra, Advocate 

for the petitioner.

Mr. Amit Shukla, AAG, Punjab

Mr. Lalit Singh, Advocate for the complainant.

PANKAJ JAIN, J. (ORAL)

On 22.07.2022, the following order was passed :-
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Today, counsel for the petitioner prays for withdrawal of the

petition.   However  counsel  for  the  complainant/respondent  submits  that

after having obtained interim protection from this Court instead of joining

investigation the petitioner has absconded abroad misusing the concession

of bail granted by this Court.

Counsel for the petitioner does not dispute it and submits that

even he has lost contact with petitioner.

Keeping  in  view  the  conduct  of  the  petitioner,  the  present

petition is dismissed with costs of Rs.50,000/-.  The same be recovered from

the property of the petitioner and be paid to the complainant/respondent.

August 08, 2023  (Pankaj Jain)

Dpr         Judge

Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No

Whether reportable : Yes/No
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