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205 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-No.7878 of 2016
Date of decision-08.08.2016

Surender Kumar ...Petitioner
Vs.
State of Haryana ...Respondent

CORAM:- HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JITENDRA CHAUHAN

Present: Mr. Rajesh Lamba, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Sourabh Mohunta, DAG, Haryana,
assisted by ASI Mahesh Kumar.

Mr. D.D.Sharma, Advocate
for the complainant.
JITENDRA CHAUHAN, J. (Oral)

This is a petition under Section 438 of Code of Criminal
Procedure for grant of anticipatory bail in FIR No.50 dated 03.02.2016
registered under Sections 420, 467, 468, 471 and 506 of Indian Penal Code
at Police Station Sarai Khawaja, District Faridabad.

Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that the allegations
made by the complainant Suresh Singh son of Angad Singh with regard to
usurping an amount of Rs.7 lacs on the pretext of selling a plot, are with
regard to co-accused Gajender, Anu and Sultan Singh Rawat and not against
the present petitioner. Further submitted that even as per version of the
complainant the entrustment of Rs.7 lacs was to the afore three noticed co-
accused.

Learned counsel for the petitioner further states that the
petitioner has joined the investigation in terms of the order passed by this

Court on 04.03.2016.
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The learned State counsel, on instructions, submits that in
pursuance of the order passed by this Court, the petitioner has joined the
investigation. On the other hand, learned State counsel, submits that though,
the petitioner has joined the investigation but he is not cooperating with the
investigation. He further states that the petitioner who was admitted to
interim bail vide order dated 04.03.2016 has misused the concession of bail
and another FIR No.304 dated 22.05.2015 under Section 420 IPC has been
registered at Police Station Sarai against the petitioner.

Keeping in view of the conduct of the petitioner this Court feels
that the petitioner does not deserve the concession of anticipatory bail.

Consequently, petition is dismissed.

(JITENDRA CHAUHAN)
JUDGE
August 08, 2016
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