IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH
123
CRM-M-1745-2020
Date of decision : 17.01.2020
Narender Kyvpjar . Petitioner
Versus
State of Haryana . Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ARUN KUMAR TYAGI
Present :  Mr. Amit Arora, Advocate for the petitioner.
Mr. Vijesh Sharma, DAG, Haryana.
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ARUN KUMAR TYAGI, J (ORAL)

The petitioner has filed this petition under Section 439 read
with Section 482 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973 for grant of
interim bail for a period of one week to attend the marriage of his
brother and sister, which is fixed for 17.01.2020/18.01.2020 in case
FIR No.170 dated 22.06.2019 registered under Sections 120-B, 148,
149, 302, 307, 323, 324 and 326 of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 at
Police Station Siwani, District Bhiwani.

Learned State Counsel has appeared and opposed the bail
application.

I have heard learned Counsel for the petitioner and learned
State Counsel and gone through the record.

Learned Counsel for the petitioner has submitted that the
marriages of brother and sister of the petitioner are scheduled for 17"
and 18" of January, 2020. Father of the petitioner is old aged person

suffering from heart disease and there is no other male member in the
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family to meet the necessary arrangements. In view of the festivity
involved and also elder members of the family being essential for
performance of customary rites, the petitioner may be granted interim
bail for the period of one week.

On the other hand, learned State Counsel has argued that
the petitioner along with his co-accused murdered Lilu Ram and caused
injuries to Kaptan. The petitioner inflicted 'Danda’' blow on the head of
deceased-Lilu Ram. The petitioner does not deserve grant of interim
bail and the petition may be dismissed.

Keeping in view the facts, nature of accusation against the
petitioner and the role attributed to him but without commenting on
merits, I am of the considered view that the petitioner does not deserve
grant of interim bail for attending the said marriage. Therefore the

petition is dismissed.

17.01.2020 (ARUN KUMAR TYAGI)
Kothiyal JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned Yes/No

Whether reportable ; Yes/No

VINOD KOTHIYAL

2020.01.18 11:14

| attest to the accuracy and
integrity of this document



