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UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
ORDER

We have heard learned counsel for the petitioners and
the learned Additional Solicitor General.

The allegations against the petitioners arise out of
an FIR lodged on 21 March, 2014 under Sections
406/420/120-B of the IPC.

It is stated in the status report handed over to us
in Court today by the Investigating Officer of the
Economic Offences Wing that two of the petitioners, i.e.,
Surender Pal Tyagi and Amit Tyagi had appeared for
investigations subsequent to the transfer of the case on
24.11.2015 to the Economic Offences Wing on 31.12.2015,
09.02.2016 and 15.06.2016. With regard to the third
petitioner, i.e., Anuj Tyagi, it is stated that he has
not Jjoined the investigation in the Economic Offences
Wing, but from the additional affidavit filed by the
respondent on 3*@ December, 2015, it is stated that Anuj
Tyagi had joined investigation on 12 September, 2015.

By an order dated 6 April, 2015, we had granted
anticipatory bail to the petitioners on each of them
making a deposit of Rs.25,000/- in <cash to the
satisfaction of the Trial Court. We had also required
the petitioners to participate and cooperate in the
investigation, whenever required.

From the status report shown to us, it is clear that

two of the petitioners have been participating in the



investigations after it was transferred to the Economic
Offences Wing. As far as the third petitioner, i.e, Anuj
Tyagi, is concerned, the contention of learned Additional
Solicitor General is that he has not been participating
in the investigation by the Economic Offences Wing. If
that is so, the respondents can take appropriate steps
insofar as the third petitioner, i.e., Anuj Tyagi, is
concerned.

Be that as it may, in our opinion, since there has
been participation by the petitioners in the
investigations at one stage or the other and the matter
pertains to an offence of forgery under Sections
406/420/120B IPC, it may not be appropriate to deny
anticipatory bail to the petitioners, particularly since
the matter has been under investigation for the last more
than two years.

Accordingly, the petitioners, if arrested, may be
released on bail subject to the deposit of an amount of
Rs.2,75,000/- (Rupees two lakhs seventy-five thousand
only) each in addition to Rs.25,000/- already deposited
by each of the petitioners with the Trial Court.

Needless to say, the petitioners will cooperate in
the investigations.

In the event the petitioners do not cooperate or do
not put in appearance when summoned by the Investigating

Officer, the Investigating Officer may move the Trial



Court for appropriate orders including cancellation of
the anticipatory bail granted by this Court.

The special leave petition is disposed of.
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