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| TEM NO. 6 COURT NO. 11 SECTION |1 B
REVI SED
SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
CRL. M P. No. 9643/ 2015 in Petition(s) for Speci al Leave to Appea
(Crl.) No(s).2729/2015
(Arising out of inpugned final judgnent and order dated 13/02/2015
in CRM  No. 29812/ 2014 passed by t he Hi gh Court 0] Punj ab & Haryana
At Chandi gar h)
BHARAT SHARNMA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

STATE OF PUNJAB Respondent ( s)
(For inpl eadnent as party respondent and office report)
Date : 16/08/2016 This matter was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON&#39; BLE MR. JUSTI CE S. A. BOBDE

HON&#39; BLE MR JUSTI CE ASHOK BHUSHAN
For Petitioner(s) Petitioner-in-person

Respondent (s) M. Subham Bhal | a, Adv.
Ritesh Khatri, Adv.

Sanchar Anand, AAG

Apoorv Singhal, Adv.

Ms. Bhavna Gupta, Adv.

For M. Devendra Singh, Adv.

Ss54d

UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmde the follow ng
ORDER

The petitioner has preferred this speci al | eave petition

agai nst t he i mpugned or der passed by t he Hi gh Court rejecting t he
pre-arrest bail of the petitioner-husband.

For the reasons stated, the application for inpleadnent of the

applicants as party Respondent nos.2 to 4 is all owed.

Cause title be anended accordingly.

By way of interimorder dated 20.4.2015, while issuing notice,

this Court stayed the arrest of the petitioner.

The petitioner, who is appeari ng in per son, states t hat

2

pursuant to this Court&#39;s order dated 13.7.2015, he has invested the

anount in Fixed Deposit Receipts, as directed by this Court. Hence

no grievance survives.

In view of t he above, this Court &#39; s or der dat ed 20. 4. 2015
staying the arrest of the petitioner, is nmade absol ute.

W further direct t hat t he anount i nvest ed in Fi xed Deposi t
Recei pt's by the petitioner, shal | continue to be in Fi xed Deposi t
Recei pt's in the sane Bank in the name  of hi s ni nor daught er under

t he guar di anshi p of t he petitioner and t he sai d anount al ong with
interest shall be paid to his daughter upon her attaining majority.

The petitioner further states t hat he is entitled to cust ody
of the child fromthe newy inpleaded respondent nos.2 to 4.
W f eel t hat t he mat t er of cust ody of t he m nor child shoul d

be nedi ated upon between the parties in the first instance. Hence,
we direct the parties to appear before the Mediation Centre, Punjab
and Har yana Hi gh Court, Chandi gar h, at 11 A M on 7.9.2016 and

settle t he di spute am cabl y in regard to t he cust ody of t he m nor
chi I d.

W al so make it cl ear t hat in case t he medi ati on fails, t he
petitioner is given liberty to take recourse to avail renedy under

t he Guar di ans and War ds Act , 1890, bef ore an appropri ate forum in
accordance with | aw.

Wth t he af oresai d directions, t he speci al | eave petition is

di sposed of.
(Sanjay Kumar-11) (Indu Pokhriyal)
Court Master Court Master
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UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmade the follow ng
ORDER

The petitioner has preferred this speci al | eave petition

agai nst t he i mpugned order passed by t he Hi gh Court rejecting t he
pre-arrest bail of the petitioner-husband.

For the reasons stated, the application for inpleadnment of the

applicants as party Respondent nos.2 to 4 is all owed.

Cause title be anended accordingly.

By way of interimorder dated 20.4.2015, while issuing notice,

this Court stayed the arrest of the petitioner

The petitioner, who is appeari ng in person, states t hat
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pur suant to this Court &#39; s order dat ed 13. 7. 2015, he has deposited
the amobunt as directed by this Court. Hence, no grievance survives.

In view of t he above, this Court &#39; s order dat ed 20. 4. 2015

staying the arrest of the petitioner, is made absol ute.

We further direct that the anount deposited by the petitioner,

shall be kept in Fixed Deposit Receipts in a Nationalised Schedul ed

Bank in t he nane of his m nor daught er under t he guardi anshi p of
t he petitioner and t he sai d anount al ong with i nterest shal | be
paid to his daughter upon her attaining majority.

The petitioner further states t hat he is entitled to custody

of the child fromthe newy inpleaded respondent nos.2 to 4.

W f eel t hat t he matter of cust ody of t he m nor child shoul d

be nedi ated upon between the parties in the first instance. Hence,
we direct the parties to appear before the Mediation Centre, Punjab
and Haryana  High Court, Chandi gar h, at 11 A M on 7.9.2016 and

settle t he di spute am cabl y in regard to t he cust ody of t he m nor
chil d.

W al so make it cl ear t hat in case t he medi at i on fails, t he
petitioner is given liberty to take recourse to avail renedy under

t he Guar di ans and War ds Act, 1890, bef ore an appropriate forum in
accordance with | aw.

Wth t he af oresai d directions, t he speci al | eave petition is

di sposed of.
(Sanjay Kumar-11) (1Indu Pokhriyal)
Court Master Court Master



