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CRM No. M-8283 of 2016 (O&M)
Decided on: 01.08.2016.

Pargat Singh

... Petitioner
Versus
State of Haryana
... Respondent
CORAM : Hon'ble Mr. Justice Jitendra Chauhan
Present : Mr. Amit Choudhary, Advocate,

for the petitioner.
Mr. Saurav Mohunta, DAG, Haryana.

Mr. Amit Singla, Advocate,
for the complainant.

JITENDRA CHAUHAN.J.(ORAL)

This is a petition under Section 439 Cr.P.C for grant
of regular bail to the petitioner in FIR No.666 dated 5.11.2015 under
Sections 139, 148, 323, 324, 325, 326, 341 and 506 read with Section
149 TPC registered at Police Station Ratia, District Fatehabad.

Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that the
injury attributed to the petitioner is not on vital part. The petitioner is in
custody since 27.11.2015. He further states that the complainant stands
examined.

On the other hand, the learned State counsel submits
that the petitioner is an accused in 11 more FIRs. However, in some of

Samiay 3t}112¢g1, he has been acquitted and in three FIRs he stands convicted.
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Learned State counsel further informs that the co-accused Bunty, who
was admitted to bail by this Court, has threatened the complainant and
his family members. An application for cancellation of bail of co-
accused Bunty shall be moved by the State shortly.

I have heard the learned counsel for the parties and
have gone through the case file.

Considering the fact that the petitioner is a convict
and his co-accused has been extending threats to the complainant and
his family members, as is reflected in Mark-A, no case for grant of
regular bail 1s made out.

Consequently, the petition is dismissed.

01.08.2016. (JITENDRA CHAUHAN)
SN JUDGE
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