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UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

SLP(Crl)No.5954/ 2006 is directed against an order dated
16 th
of Novenber, 2 0 0 6 passed by a | earned Judge of the High Court
of Punj ab and Haryan a at Chandigarh in Crinin al Msc. No.7 1486 - M
of 2 0 0 6 by which the High Court had passed the foll ow ng order:
"It appears that the police after investigation has
presented chal | an agai nst the other accused as per

chal I an report. Chal | an agai nst t he pr esent
petition was not presented as he is stated to have
not been arrested and is in Engl and. Let counse

for the petitioner check up whether the petitioner
even i nt ends to come to this country and



surrender. He has been told that if he intends to
conme and surrender then he will be all owed
anticipatory bail. Put upon2 7. 11. 2006 . "

A perusal of the inpugned order would clearly show that
only a direction has been nmade by the Hi gh Court to check up whether
the petitioner intended to cone to this country and surrender and it
was al so directed t hat if the petitioner i nt ended to cone and
surrender then he would be allowed anticipatory bail.
In our view, this special |eave petition has now becone
i nfruct uous. We are infornmed that the petitioner has already been
granted anticipatory bail and also joined investigation. Accordingly,
the special |eave petition is disposed of as having become infructuous.
contd. .. 3/-
SLP(Cl) Nos.5954/ 2006 and 9/ 2 0 0 7 contd..

As regards SL P (Crl)No. 9/ 2 0 0 7 is concerned, we find that
this special |eave petition has been filed agai nst an order dated 8 th of
Decenber, 2 0 0 6 passed by a | earned Judge of the Hi gh Court of
Punj ab and Haryan a at Chandi garh, which reads as under

"Despite repeated opportunities, the petitioner has

not cone from Engl and and put in appear ance.

No ground for continuing the interim order is

made out .

Dismis sed.”

It is this order which is challenged in this special |eave
petition.

Havi ng heard the | earned counsel for the parties and after
goi ng through the inpugned order, we do not find any ground to
interfere with the same, except that the interimorder passed by this
Court on 1 5 th

of January, 200 7 shall continue for a further period of

4 5 days fromtoday. In the neanwhile, the application for stay of the
criminal trial which has been filed before the H gh Court shall be
decided by the High Court. Since adnittedly husband is permanently

residing in England, we request the Hi gh Court to decide the
application for stay on nerits in accordance with law within the

afores aid peri od of 45 days wi t hout granting any unnecess a ry
adjourn nent to either of the parties. This Special Leave Petition is

di sposed of accordingly.

(A.D. Shar m a) (Phool an Wati Arora)
Court Master Court Master



