210 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M No.12365 of 2017 (O&M)
Date of Decision: 26.04.2017

Sukhdev Singh @ Vicky
..... Petitioner

Versus

State of Punjab
..... Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE DEEPAK SIBAL

Present: Mr. Beant Singh Seemar, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Neeraj Yadav, AAG, Punjab
for the respondent-State.

Mr. Deepak Kaushal, Advocate
for the complainant.

DEEPAK SIBAL J. (ORAL)

Through the present petition filed under Section 439 Cr.P.C.,
the petitioner seeks grant of regular bail in FIR No.107, dated 10.09.2016,
registered under Sections 307, 323, 341, 506, 148, 149 and 34 IPC
(challan prensented under Sections 307, 323, 341, 506 and 34 IPC), at
Police Station Dehlon, District Police Commissionerate, Ludhiana.

Seeking regular bail for the petitioner, learned counsel
submits that the petitioner has been in custody for the last over 07
months; the injury attributed to him is on a non-vital part of the body of
Kuldeep Singh; there is no other criminal case pending in which the
petitioner is involved and that only charges have been framed and no
witness has yet been examined, therefore, the trial is likely to take a long
time to conclude.

Learned State counsel opposes the grant of bail on the

it ground that the petitioner has inflicted grievous injury to Kuldeep Singh
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and was a part of a group of persons, who inflicted several injuries on
Kuldeep Singh and Mandeep Singh.

Keeping in view the fact that the petitioner has been in
custody for the last over 07 months; only charges have been framed; there
is no other criminal case pending in which the petitioner is involved and
that he has been attributed an injury on the non-vital part of the body of
Kuldeep Singh, I am of the opinion that the petitioner deserves to be
admitted to regular bail.

Bail to the satisfaction of the trial Court.

Nothing observed herein-above shall be considered to be an
expression of opinion by this Court on the merits of the case.

If the petitioner is found indulging in any other criminal
activity/misusing the concession of bail granted to him, it will be open to
the State to move an appropriate application before the Competent
Court/this Court for cancellation of the bail granted to the petitioner

through this order.

(DEEPAK SIBAL)
JUDGE
April 26, 2017
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