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Desh Raj and another

... Petitioners
Versus

State of Haryana
... Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE INDERJIT SINGH

Present: Mr. Rahul Vats, Advocate,
for the petitioners.

Mr. Vikramjit Singh, Addl. A. G. Haryana.

Mr. N.S.Shekhawat, Advocate,
for the complainant.

INDERJIT SINGH, J.

Petitioners have filed this petition under Section 438 Cr.P.C.
for grant of anticipatory bail in case FIR No.210 dated 24.06.2016,
registered at Police Station Nangal Chaudhary, District Mahendergarh,
under Sections 120-B, 193, 196, 420, 464, 467, 469 and 506 of the
Indian Penal Code.

Notice of motion was issued. Learned State counsel put in
appearance on behalf of the respondent-State and the complainant also
put in appearance through his counsel. They contested this petition.

I have heard learned counsel for the petitioners; learned
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State counsel as well as learned counsel for the complainant and have
gone through the record.

As per the prosecution version, the present petitioners
prepared a false bill book in the name of father of the complainant. The
father of complainant was not having any Bajri washing plant but
knowing well, the accused forged the documents and fraudulently
prepared false bills in the name of other persons.

In view of the allegations that by showing forged
form/document and bajri washing plant in the name of father of
complainant, forged bills have been issued, custodial interrogation of the
petitioners is required as the forged documents are to be recovered from
the petitioners.

Keeping in view the nature and gravity of the offence and in
view of the fact that the petitioners are required for custodial
interrogation, I do not find it a fit case where the petitioners are entitled
for the benefit of anticipatory bail.

Therefore, finding no merit in the present petition, the same

1s dismissed.
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