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8 IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ BAIL APPLN. 193/2017
AJAY KAUSHIK
..... Petitioner
Through:  Mr. Sudhir Batra and Mr. Rohit

Khanna, Advocates

VErsus

STATE (GOVT OF NCT OF DELHI)
..... Respondent

Through:  Mr. Mukesh Kumar, APP with SI
Dharampal, PS Mehrauli
Mr. Randhir, Adv for R-2

CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VIPIN SANGHI
ORDER
% 31.01.2017

Crl. M.A. No.1753/2017

Exemption allowed, subject to all just exceptions. The application stands
disposed of.
BAIL APPLN. 193/2017

Issue notice. Notice is accepted on behalf of the State. The anticipatory bail
application of the co-accused Vineet has been dismissed by a separate order
today. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that so far as the present

petitioner is concerned, he has no previous involvements.



The complainant has named the petitioner in the complaint/ FIR itself
as the person who accompanied the co-accused.

Learned counsel for the petitioner has submitted that it was the
complainant who had attacked both the accused without any rhyme or
reason. Prima facie, this story of the petitioner seems implausible for the
reason that it is the co-accused who has a criminal history in the past and it
1s highly unlikely that anybody would get embroiled in dispute with such a
person without any rhyme or reason.

The complainant recognises both the accused since they reside in the
same area. Even though the petitioner may not be involved in other cases,
his association with the co-accused Vineet and the defence taken by both of
them prima facie show that they have acted in collusion.

Dismissed.

VIPIN SANGHI, J
JANUARY 31, 2017
ST



