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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

BAIL APPLN. 1738/2014
MONISH DAS ..... Petitioner

Through Mr.Aditya Aggarwal, Mr.Kuwarjeet Singh and Mr. Rahul Kumar,
Advocates.

VEersus

STATE ..... Respondent

Through Ms.Kusum Dhalla, APP along with ST Karamvir Singh,

BAIL APPLN. 1739/2014
MONISH DAS

..... Petitioner

Through Mr.Aditya Aggarwal, Mr.Kuwarjeet Singh and Mr. Rahul Kumar,
Advocates.

versus
STATE

..... Respondent

Through Ms.Kusum Dhalla, APP along with SI Karamvir Singh.

CORAM:
HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE INDERMEET KAUR

ORDER
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Crl.M.A.No.12020/2014 (Exemption) in BAIL APPLN.1738/2014

Crl.M.A.No.12021/2014 (Exemption)in BAIL APPLN. 1739/2014

Exemption is allowed subject to just exceptions.

Application stands disposed of.

BAIL APPLN.1738/2014

BAIL APPLN. 1739/2014

These are two FIRs which have been registered filed by the
complainant wife against the petitioner. The first FIR i.e. the FIR
No0.577/2013 has been registered under Sections 420/466/468/471 of the
IPC; the second FIR i.e. the FIR No0.659/2014 has been registered under
Sections 498A/406 of the IPC.

Complainant is also present in Court. Learned counsel for the

complainant points out that there are various FIR?s which have registered
by the petitioner against the complainant; he is trying to harass her.

Parties had married in 2011 after knowing each other for 4 years. They
have a minor child aged 2 years who is presently in the custody of the

wife. The allegations in the FIR No.577/2013 are that the petitioner had
claimed himself claimed himself to be an issueless divorcee at the time

when he had got married to the complainant; he had, however, not obtained
a valid decree of divorce and the copy of the decree of divorce which is

with the complaint shows that it is a forged decree.

Needless to state that these submissions have been denied by the
petitioner.

The parties shall appear in person on the next date of hearing to

work out a possibility of an amicable settlement. In this intervening
period petitioner shall accordingly deposit a sum of Rs.5 lac as an

interim measure within a period of one week before the Registrar General
of this Court (which shall be kept in an interest bearing FDR) and in

that event no coercive steps be taken against him till the next date of
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hearing. Petitioner will join the investigation as and when summoned by
the Investigating Offer.

List on 10.10.2014.
Parties appear in person.

Order dasti under signatures of the Court Master.

INDERMEET KAUR, J

AUGUST 08, 2014
ndn
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