% TEM NO 28 Court No.5 SECTION |1 B

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).3300/2012

(From the judgenent and order dated 28/03/2012 in CRW

No. 8979/ 2012, of The H GH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT

CHANDI GARH)

AMANDEEP SI NGH @ LADDI Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

STATE OF PUNJAB Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for stay of arrest and office report)
Dat e: 28/05/2012 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON BLE DR. JUSTICE B.S. CHAUHAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE DI PAK M SRA
( VACATI ON BENCH)
For Petitioner(s) M. MK Choudhary, Adv.
Ms. Namita Choudhary, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. Anil Gover, AAG Punjab
Ms. Noopur Singhal, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Leave granted.

The appeal is allowed in terns of the signd

order.
(O P. Sharmm) (MS. NEQ)
Court Master Court Master
(Signed order is placed on the file)
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI' M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
CRI M NAL APPEAL NO. 873 OF 2012
(Arising out of SLP(Crl.) NO 3300 of 2012)
AVANDEEP SI NGH @ LADDI Appel | ant ('s)
VERSUS
STATE OF PUNJAB Respondent ( s)
ORDER

Leave granted.

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

The appellant, son-in-law of the informant, has

been arr ai gned as an accused for t he of f ences



puni shabl e under Secti ons 363/ 366- A of t he I ndi an

Penal Code in connecti on with FI R No. 30 dat ed
29.2.2012 in P.S. Fatehgarh Sahi b. It is worth noting

t he al | egation in t he FIR is t hat he has been
instrunental in kidnapping the second daughter of the

i nf or mant for getting her married with hi s younger
br ot her.

The appel | ant apprehending the arrest noved the
| earned Additional Sessions Jduge, Fatehgarh Sahib for
grant of anticipatory bail who, by order dated 20 th
March, 2012 rejected the same on the ground that the
sister-in-law had not yet been recovered by the police
and there woul d be need for hi s cust odi al
i nterrogation.

Being dissatisfied with the aforesaid order, he

approached the Hi gh Court in Crimnal M scellaneous-M

No. 8979 of 2012 for grant of privilege under Section

438 of the Code of Crimnal Procedure but the High

Court without discussing the factual nmatrix disnissed

the same vide order dated 28.3.2012 observing that no
case for grant of anticipatory bail is nmade out.

The | earned counsel for the appellant submitted

that he had no role in the alleged crime and, in fact

his wife t he el der daught er of t he i nf or mant, has
supported his stand. It is urged by himthat if he is

taken into custody, the narital |ife between his wife

and himshall be jeopardized. It is also urged that

the FIR has been | odged due to obstinate attitude of
the father-in-Iaw

Lear ned counsel for t he State opposed t he
prayer of anticipatory bail.

Havi ng heard | earned counsel for the parties,
we are inclined to direct that in case the appellant
is arrested in connecti on with FIR No. 30 dat ed
29. 2. 2012 in P. S Fat ehgar h Sabhi b, he shal | be
enl arged on bail on a personal bond of Rs. 10,000/ -
with one surety of the like anpbunt to the satisfaction
of the arresting Oficer with a further condition that
he shal | co-operate with t he i nvestigation and not
| eave India wthout prior pernission of the Court.

The appeal is accordingly allowed.

(DI PAK M SRA)

NEW DELH
MAY 28, 2012



