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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH.

CRM-M No.31543 of 2015

Date of Decision:-19.01.2016

Vishal Poonia.

...... Petitioner.
Versus

State of Harvana.

...... Respondent.

CORAM:- HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JASWANT SINGH
Present:-  Mr. Jitender Dhanda, Advocate for the Petitioner.

Mr. Gaurav Dhir, Deputy Advocate General, Haryana
assisted by SI Chatter Pal.

Mr. Shilak Ram Hooda, Advocate for the Complainant.
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JASWANT SINGH, J (ORAL)

Prayer is under Section 438 Cr.PC for grant of anticipatory bail
to the petitioner Vishal Poonia in case FIR No.100 dated 8.2.2015 for
offences punishable under Sections 147, 149, 201, 323, 506, 406, 420, 447,
465, 467, 468, 471, 120-B of Indian Penal Code registered with Police
Station Sadar, Hisar.

The petitioner admittedly was the elected president of Group
Housing Society since 12.12.2012. During investigation it is surfaced that
during his presidentship, the shop-cum-flat has been sold to four different
people and the certificates have been issued under his signatures.
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Learned Counsel for the petitioner submits that even his
signatures have been forged by someone. The certificates have not been
issued by the society and except one in favour of Mohit Rathee. He has also
denied his signatures on all the certificates.

Learned State Counsel assisted by SI Chatter Pal submits that
the said certificates are in the possession of the investigating agency and
have been found to have been issued by the society. He further submits that
on the disclosure statement of the father of the present petitioner, namely,
Ishwar Poonia, who is the co-accused, it has been specifically stated that his
son Vishal Poonia (present petitioner) along with one Anup an employee
were engaged in selling the same plot over and over again.

Keeping in view the nature of allegations, it is evident that the
custodial interrogation would be required to complete the chain of

investigations and as such petitioner is not entitled to the grant of

anticipatory bail.
Dismissed.
(JASWANT SINGH)
JUDGE
January 19, 2016
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