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206-A IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-21662-2020
Date of decision-07.12.2021

Umardin Jaan Mohd @ Robin ...Petitioner
Vs.
State of Haryana ...Respondent

CORAM:- HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE MANOJ BAJAJ

Present: Mr. Raghav Gulati, Advocate for the petitioners.
Mr. Bhupender Singh, DAG, Haryana
assisted by ASI Ajit Kumar.
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MANOJ BAJAJ, J. (Oral)

Petitioner has filed this petition under Section 482 Cr.P.C
seeking quashing of the order dated 29.08.2014, whereby he was
declared proclaimed offender in case FIR No.279 dated 25.12.2012
registered under Sections 395 and 397 Indian Penal Code, 1860 and
Section 25 Arms Act, 1959 at Police Station Bilaspur, Gurugram.

During the course of hearing, it is not disputed by learned
counsel for the petitioner that the subject FIR was registered on
25.12.2012 and as the efforts to secure the presence of the petitioner
failed, the proceedings under Section 82 Cr.P.C were initiated against
him and finally he was declared proclaimed offender on 29.08.2014
(Annexure P-2).

Admittedly, the petitioner was in India at that time and left
for Saudi Arabia on 18.11.2014 and after his return on 15.03.2020, the

present petition has been filed. The sole ground raised and argued to
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challenge the order that he was abroad is not acceptable. Concededly,
the other co-accused of the petitioner have been convicted vide
judgment dated 14.03.2014 (except the another co-accused-Yunus, who
was also declared proclaimed offender, but stands acquitted of the
charges), whereas two others, namely, Kalu @ Jafru and Mobin are still
proclaimed offenders.

The argument of learned counsel for the petitioner that the
name of the petitioner was shown as Robin in the notice of
proclamation i.e. his nick name, is also without any merit as in the
present memo of parties, he has mentioned his name as Umardin Jaan
Mohd @ Robin. Neither the notice of proclamation nor the place of
residence, where it was affixed has been disputed by the petitioner,
therefore, this Court is not inclined to exercise the inherent powers after
a long delay.

Resultantly, petition fails and dismissed.

(MANOJ BAJA))
07.12.2021 JUDGE
vanita
Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes No

Whether Reportable : Yes No
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