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219 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-22711-2024
Date of Decision: 04.09.2024
Amar Singh ...Petitioner

Vs.
State of Haryana ...Respondent

Coram: Hon’ble Mr. Justice N.S.Shekhawat

Present :  Mr. Chirag Suri, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Ms. Sheenu Sura, DAG, Haryana

deskk

N.S.Shekhawat J. (Oral)

1. The petitioner has filed the present petition under Section 438
Cr.P.C. with a prayer to grant anticipatory bail to him in case FIR No.19 dated
15.01.2024 registered under Sections 420, 408, 120-B of IPC, at Police Station
SGM Nagar, Faridabad.

2. The petition was heard by a Co-ordinate Bench of this Court on
11.07.2024 and the following order was passed:-

“Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that in
furtherance to the order dated 20.5.2024, the petitioner is ready to
deposit Rs. 5,01,000/- in two weeks as has been mentioned in
paragraph No. 13 of the status report filed by learned State
Counsel. In light of the above undertaking given by counsel for the
petitioner, the petitioner is directed to be released on interim bail in
case he join the investigation on furnishing personal surety/security
bonds to the satisfaction of Arresting Officer/Investigating Officer.

The petitioner will also be present as and when called upon and
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cooperate in investigation and shall abide by the conditions as
envisaged under Section 438 (2) Cr.P.C. It is made clear that now
the petitioner is expected to fulfil two riders put forth, firstly, to
deposit Rs. 5,01,000/- in two weeks and second to join the
investigation within stipulated time and with above mentioned

conditions. ”

3. Even on the last date of hearing, learned counsel for the petitioner
had prayed for grant of one last opportunity to comply with the order dated
11.07.2024, passed by this Court.

4. Today, learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the petitioner
is unable to comply with the interim order dated 11.07.2024 passed by this
Court.

5. On the other hand, learned State counsel also submits that the
petitioner had not joined the investigation in the present case.

6. I have heard learned counsel for the parties and perused the record.

7. It is apparent from the record that the petitioner has not complied
with the interim order dated 11.07.2024 passed by this Court. Further, in the
considered opinion of the Court, the custodial interrogation of the petitioner

would be required, at this stage.

8. Thus, finding no merits in the present case, the same is dismissed.
(N.S.SHEKHAWAT)
04.09.2024. JUDGE
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