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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-7571-2015 (O&M)
Date of decision : 17.03.2015

Mandeep
...Petitioner

Versus

State of Haryana
...Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JITENDRA CHAUHAN

Present: ~ Mr. Bijender Dhankhar, Advocate,
for the petitioner.

Mr. Saurabh Mohunta, DAG, Haryana,
assisted by ASI Amardeep Singh, P.S. City Dadri.

JITENDRA CHAUHAN, J. (Oral)

The present petition has been filed under Section 439 of the
Code of Criminal Procedure (for short, 'the Cr.P.C.") seeking regular
bail in case FIR No.169 dated 08.05.2014, registered under Sections
302, 364-A, 201, 34, 120-B, 216 of the Indian Penal Code, (for short,
'the IPC'") and Section 25 of the Arms Act, at Police Station City, Dadri,
Distt. Bhiwani.

The learned counsel, inter alia, contends that the petitioner
is not named in the FIR. He has been implicated on the disclosure

statement of co-accused, Lalit Kumar. Two co-accused, Amit and
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Sarita, have been found innocent by the police. The petitioner is in
custody since 08.05.2014. The trial is yet to commence.

On the other hand, the learned State counsel, on
instructions, submits that the petitioner is one of the conspirators. The
challan stands presented. Out of 33 prosecution witnesses, none has
been examined so far.

Heard.

This is the second bail petition preferred by the petitioner.
The earlier petition bearing CRM-M-33471-2014, was dismissed as
withdrawn on 06.10.2014. The learned counsel for the petitioner has
submitted that during the interregnum period, two co-accused, namely
Amit and Sarita, have been found innocent. However, in the
considered opinion of this Court, no benefit of the same can be given to
the petitioner. The offence allegedly committed by the accused is
comes under the category of heinous crime. The complainant is yet to
be examined. In case, the petitioner is allowed bail, there is every
possibility that he may influence the course of trial. Therefore, no case
for grant of relief sought is made out.

Dismissed.

17.03.2015 (JITENDRA CHAUHAN)
atulsethi JUDGE

Note : Whether to be referred to reporter ? Yes / No
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