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212 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M No.15249 of 2016(0&M)
Date of Decision : 21.07.2016

Fakr ... Petitioner
Versus
State of Haryana ... Respondent
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CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AJAY TEWARI

Present :
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Mr. Sarfraj Hussain, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr.Kuldeep Tiwari, Addl.AG, Haryana

Mr.Parvesh Yadav, Advocate for complainant.
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i. Whether Reporters of local papers may be allowed to see the judgment?
ii. To be referred to the Reporters or not?
iii. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest?

AJAY TEWARYI, J. (Oral)

SUNITA NAGPAL

2016.07.23 11:03

I attest to the accuracy and
authenticity y of this document
Chandigarh

This is a petition for anticipatory bail.
On 05.05.2016 the following order was passed:-

“Prayer is for grant of anticipatory bail on behalf of
accused petitioner Fakru in case FIR No.183 dated 7.4.2016
under Sections 323,325,506,34 IPC, PS Punhana, District
Mewat.

As per allegations accused-petitioner gave a fist blow on
the head of complainant-Fakhrudin and also pressed his neck
with an intention to kill him while non-applicant co-accused-
Mufeed fired from his country made pistol upon
complainant,which shot missed complainant. A sum of
Rs.9000/- and other documents are alleged to have been
snatched from the complainant.

It is contended that version of firing from the pistol and
snatching of money and documents was found to be false by the
police apart from the fact that there is a delay of three days in
lodging the FIR as a result of political rivalry.

It is further contended that co-accused Mufeed has been
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granted interim protection by this Court.

Notice of motion for 28.5.2016.

To be heard with CRM-M 13609/2016.

In the event of arrest, the petitioner shall be released on
bail on furnishing adequate bail and surety bonds to the
satisfaction of the Arresting/Investigating Officer. Petitioner
shall appear before the 1.0., as and when called upon for
investigation and shall also be bound by all the conditions
stipulated in Section 438(2) Cr.P.C.”

Learned Addl.AG, on instructions from HC Daya Chand, has
stated that the petitioner has joined the investigation and is no more required
for custodial interrogation.

In the circumstances the order dated 05.05.2016 is made
absolute.

Petition stands disposed of.

Since the main case has been decided, the Criminal Misc.

Application, if any also stands disposed of.

( AJAY TEWARI )
July 21, 2016 JUDGE
Sunita
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