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In the High Court of Punjab and Haryana
at Chandigarh

CRM-M - 38441 of 2014
Date of Decision: 12.01.2015

Jagpal ---Petitioner
versus
The State of Haryana ---Respondent

Coram: Hon'ble Mrs. Justice Rekha Mittal

Present: Mr. B S Tewatia, Advocate
for the petitioner

Mr. Rajesh Gaur, Addl.A.G., Haryana

for the respondent-State

1. Whether Reporters of local papers may be allowed to see the
judgment?

2. To be referred to the Reporter or not?

3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest?

REKHA MITTAL, J. (Oral)

The petitioner prays for grant of regular bail under Section 439
of the Code of Criminal Procedure (in short, Cr.P.C.) in FIR No. 314 dated
21.05.2014 for offence punishable under Sections 406, 420, 120-B of the
Indian Penal Code (in short, IPC) registered in Police Station Ballabgarh
City, District Faridabad.

Counsel for the petitioner contends that the petitioner is in
custody since 08.08.2014 and no longer required for the purpose of
investigation. The challan has been presented in the Court and conclusion
of trial is likely to take its own time. It is further submitted that all the
offences for which the petitioner has been booked are triable by the judicial
Magistrate.

MOHAN LAL BIMBRA Counsel for the State, on instructions from ASI Balwan Singh,
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P S City Balbgarh, Faridabad has not disputed factual assertions.

I have heard counsel for the parties and perused the records.

As there is no allegation against the petitioner that he is likely
to flee from process of justice in case enlarged on bail and offences for
which he has been booked are triable by the Judicial Magistrate, without
meaning to express any opinion on the merit of the controversy, bail to
petitioner Jagpal on his furnishing personal/surety bonds subject to
satisfaction of the learned trial Court. However, he shall abide by the
following conditions:-

(1) he shall not, directly or indirectly, make any inducement,
threat or promise to any person acquainted with the facts
of the case so as to dissuade him/her from disclosing
such facts to the Court or to any police officer; and

(i1) he shall not leave India without the previous permission

of the Court.

(REKHA MITTAL)
JUDGE
12.01.2015
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MOHAN LAL BIMBRA
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