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Sachin Singla

... Petitioner
Versus

State of Haryana

... Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE INDERJIT SINGH

Present: Mrs. Kiran Bala Jain, Advocate,
for the petitioner.

INDERJIT SINGH, J.

Petitioner-Sachin Singla  has filed this petition under
Section 438 Cr.P.C. for grant of anticipatory bail in case FIR No.113
dated 15.12.2016, registered at Police Station Naggal, District Ambala,
under Sections 406, 409 and 420 of the Indian Penal Code.

I have heard learned counsel for the petitioner and have
gone through the record.

From the record, I find that as per the averments in the FIR,
it has been registered on the fact that the present petitioner was the
proprietor of M/s Bodh Parkash Rohit Kumar. The said firm entered into
an agreement with the office of Haryana Agro Industries, Corporation

Limited, Ambala in respect of milling of paddy during the year 2013-14.
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The said office supplied 4448.78 MT of paddy for milling to the said
firm and it was required for the said firm to deliver 2980.68 MT of rice
to FCI upto 30.03.2014, which was later on extended upto 30.06.2014
and finally upto 30.09.2014. However, the said firm delivered only
2671.47 MT of rice to the FCI. On physical verification, it was found
that neither paddy nor rice is available in the above said rice mill. As per
the allegations, the value of milling rice of 309.21 MT, which has not
been supplied and misappropriated by the accused, comes to
376,82,199/-, as per FCI rates.

Keeping in view the facts and circumstances of the present
case as well as nature and gravity of the offence and in view of the fact
that the petitioner is required for custodial interrogation, I do not find it a
fit case where the petitioner is entitled to the benefit of anticipatory bail.

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

1s dismissed.
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