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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M No.1338 of 2016 (O&M)
Date of Decision: 05.05.2016

Pintu
.......... Petitioner
Versus
State of Haryana

.......... Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JASWANT SINGH

Present: = Mr. Ranjan Lakhanpal, Advocate for the petitioner.

Mr. Yashwinder Singh, Deputy Advocate General, Haryana

for the respondent/State assisted by ASI Gajraj Singh.
*khk

JASWANT SINGH, ]. (Oral)

Present petition is for grant of regular bail under Section 439
Cr.P.C. on behalf of the petitioner/accused-Pintu in case FIR No.273 dated
20.06.2015, under Sections 147, 148, 149, 452, 436, 307, 341, 332, 353, 427,
109, 506 of the Indian Penal Code, registered with Police Station Khaidki
Daula, District Gurgaon (Annexure P-1).
On 20.06.2015, due to receipt of a electric shock by co-worker
Pawan Kumar, he was removed to the hospital. The said news triggered of
unrest amongst the fellow workers in the factory premises. The workers are
alleged to have damaged the vehicles, furniture and even tried to put fire to
a room where the management officials were hiding. The prosecution has
identified and challaned 35 accused workers.
The role attributed to the petitioner is that of damaging the
vehicles and also an attempt to put a room on fire.
The petitioner is stated to be in custody since 23.06.2015 and
the case is at the initial stage of recording of 37 cited prosecution witnesses.

The petitioner is also stated to be not involved in any other case.
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Learned State Counsel, assisted by ASI Gajraj Singh, is unable to
refute the custody period, non-involvement of the petitioner in any other case
and the stage of the trial.

Without commenting on the merits of the case, keeping in view
the role attributed to the petitioner, custody period, non-involvement of the
petitioner in any other case and the fact that trial is not likely to be concluded in
near future, this Court finds that petitioner/accused deserves the concession of
regular bail and as such he is ordered to be released on bail to the satisfaction
of CJM/Duty Magistrate concerned.

Disposed of.

May 05, 2016 (JASWANT SINGH)
Gagan JUDGE
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