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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA' " document

AT CHANDIGARH
Sr. No.207 CRM-M-34158 of 2018
DECIDED ON: March 26, 2019
WASIM
.PETITIONER
VERSUS
STATE OF HARYANA
..RESPONDENT

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SUDHIR MITTAL
Present: Mr. Mazlish Khan, Advocate, for the petitioner.
Mr. D.R. Singla, DAG, Haryana.
Ms. Anjali Rani, Advocate for

Mr. Saleem Ahmed, Advocate,

for the complainant.
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SUDHIR MITTAL, J. (ORAL)

The petitioner seeks anticipatry bail in case FIR No.176, dated
24.05.2018, registered at Police Station Tauru, District Nuh, Mewat, under
Sections 323, 324, 452, 285, 506 IPC.

According to the FIR, the petitioner allegedly trespassed into
the house of the complainant past mid night and threatened him to settle the
on-going dispute between the families of the complainant and the petitioner.
The petitioner was also allegedly armed and fired a shot in the air.

Interim bail was granted to the petitioner, pursuant to which,
he has joined investigation. However, learned State counsel has submitted
that there are five other criminal cases pending against the petitioner and

that he is not cooperating with the investigation. The pending cases against
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the petitioner include one under Section 302 IPC and one under Section 10
of the POCSO Act.

On being confronted with the fact that the petitioner appears to
be a hardened criminal, learned counsel for the petitioner submits that he is
not in a position to explain his past conduct. However, he reiterates his
submissions that the petitioner has been falsely implicated in this case on
account of a civil dispute between the families of the complainant and the
petitioner.

In the petition it has been pleaded that the petitioner is 16 years
and 02 months of age. Yet, there are five other criminal cases pending
against him out of which 02 are for heinous offences. Thus, in my opinion,

the petitioner does not deserve any discretionary relief at the hands of this

Court.

The petition is accordingly dismissed.
March 26, 2019 (SUDHIR MITTAL)
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