IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH
CRM-M-34584-2018 (O & M)
Date of decision: 29.08.2018

Jeet Singh .... Petitioner
Vs
State of Haryana ...Respondent(s)

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJAN GUPTA
Present: =~ Mr. Amit Choudhary, Advocate, for the petitioner.

Mr. Vishal Garg, Addl.A.G., Haryana.
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RAJAN GUPTA , J. (Oral)

Learned State counsel on instructions from ASI Tek Chand

submits that out of eleven witnesses cited by the prosecution, eight have
been examined. Prosecution shall endeavour to conclude its evidence at the
earliest. It has also been pointed out that on one date of hearing, case could
not proceed further due to absence of the son of the petitioner, who is also an
accused.

In view of the above, no case for enlarging the petitioner on bail
is made out at this stage. Dismissed.

Trial court shall, however, endeavour to conclude the trial at the
earliest, preferably within three months. Needless to say accused is expected
to co-operate with the proceedings.

(RAJAN GUPTA)
August 29, 2018 JUDGE
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