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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATES OF PUNJAB AND
HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH

(Heard through VC)

CRM-M-10866-2021 (O&M)
Date of Decision: 05.04.2021

Jafrddin
... Petitioner
Versus
State of Haryana
... Respondent

CORAM:- HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE JAISHREE THAKUR

Present:-  Mr. Mazlish Khan, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Ms. Deepshikha Chauhan, AAG, Haryana

sk skeskosk

JAISHREE THAKUR, J. (Oral)

The instant petition has been filed under Section 438 of
Cr.P.C., for grant of anticipatory bail to the petitioner in FIR No. 210 dated
07.04.2018 under Sections 420, 467, 468, 471, 120-B of the Indian Penal
Code, registered at Police Station Nuh, Haryana.

Learned counsel for the petitioner would contend that the
petitioner has been falsely implicated in the aforesaid FIR as other than the
bald statement of the co-accused, there is nothing available on the record to
prove any role of the petitioner. He also seek parity on the ground that two
other co-accused have already been allowed anticipatory bail by the Court
below.

Per contra, learned State counsel opposes the grant of

anticipatory bail to the petitioner while relying upon the orders as passed by
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the Court below as well as the reply filed by the respondent-State on the
ground that the petitioner is the master mind and the forgerer of the alleged
agreement to sale in his name and he has already tried to get alienated the
said property, thus his custodial interrogation would be required for proper
investigation of the matter. It is also argued that there are three or four more
persons mentioned who have made an attempt to grab the land of the
complainant.

I have heard learned counsel for the parties and have also
given careful consideration to the arguments.

Undisputedly, the co-accused had been allowed anticipatory
bail by the Courts below but keeping in view the serious allegations against
the petitioner herein, this Court finds no ground to allow the concession of
anticipatory bail to the petitioner as his custody would be required for the
proper investigation of the matter.

Dismissed.

At this stage, learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the
petitioner would surrender before the trial Court within a period of ten days
and on his doing so, the trial Court may be directed to decide his application

for regular bail within a period of 05 days thereafter.

Ordered accordingly.
(JAISHREE THAKUR)
05.04.2021 JUDGE
Whether speaking/reasoned Yes
Whether reportable Yes/No
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