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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-16221 of 2016 (O&M)
Date of decision: 06.04.2017

Jogender Singh
...Petitioner
Versus

State of Haryana
...Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE JITENDRA CHAUHAN

Present:  Dr. Anmol Rattan Sidhu, Sr. Advocate with
Mr. Pratham Sethi, Advocate
for the petitioner(s).

Mr. Saurabh Mohunta, DAG, Haryana.

Mr. Rahul Deswal, Advocate for the complainant.
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Jitendra Chauhan, J. (Oral)

By filing the present petition under Section 439 of the
Code of Criminal Procedure, the petitioner has sought regular bail in
FIR No.219 dated 28.06.2015, registered under Sections 148, 323,
341, 307, 120-B read with Section 149 of IPC, at Police Station Beri,
District Jhajjar.

It is contended that no specific injury has been attributed
to the petitioner. In fact, the main injuries have been attributed to co-
accused Om Parkash and Sarang. The petitioner is in custody since
03.07.2015.

On the other hand, the learned State counsel as well as
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the learned counsel for the complainant oppose the bail application
and states that the petitioner along with co-accused caused injuries to
the complainant and his wife due to existing hostility between the
parties.

I have heard learned counsel for the parties and perused
the record.

During the course of investigation, a report with regard
to health status of the injured Sajjan Singh was obtained from
PGIMS, Rohtak. As per report, the injury is of the same duration
relatable to the incident. The injured had slipped into coma on
receipt of injury. Though the injured has been discharged from the
hospital, however, he is still disoriented to the state of mind.
Considering the above, no case for grant of relief sought, is made

out.

Dismissed.

Anything said herein above shall not be construed as an
expression of opinion on the merits of the case.

However, considering the fact that the trial is not
progressing at the required pace, the trial Court is directed to

conclude the trial expeditiously.
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