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CRM-M-4725 of 2023
Date of Decision:31.01.2023

Pardeep @ Rinkun ... Petitioner
Vs.
State of Haryana ... Respondent

CORAM:- HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE DEEPAK GUPTA

Present:-  Mr. Sahil Gambhir, Advocate for the petitioner.
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DEEPAK GUPTA, J.

By way of this petition filed under Section 438 Cr.P.C,
petitioner seeks anticipatory bail in case FIR No.0028 dated 15.01.2023
registered at Police Station Shahabad, District Kurukshetra under
Sections 148, 149, 323, 332, 353 and 506 IPC.

It emerges that a raiding party of the Electricity Department
conducted raid in Balmiki Mohalla at 05:30 hours on 15.01.2023 in order
to detect theft of electricity where the petitioner along with others
assaulted the raiding party. As is evident from order dated 18.01.2023,
passed by learned trial Court rejecting the bail petition, the recording of
the incidence was captured in mobile phones which were collected during
investigation. The same were even played in the Court and the whole
occurrence was explicit. Presence of the petitioner was visible at the
spot.

Having regard to the aforesaid circumstances that the

petitioner was amongst the assaulting party when the raiding team went
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to detect the theft of electricity, I am of the view he does not deserve to
be given the benefit of anticipatory bail.

Dismissed.

January 31, 2023 ( DEEPAK GUPTA)
renu JUDGE
Whether Speaking/reasoned  Yes/No
Whether Reportable Yes/No



