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221 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH
CRM-M-6960-2023
Date of decision: 13.04.2023
JASMINDER SINGH @ JASS ..PETITIONER
VERSUS
STATE OF PUNJAB +.RESPONDENT

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE VIVEK PURI

Present: Mr. Vinod K. Kataria, Advocate for the petitioner.
Ms. Ruchika Sabherwal, DAG, Punjab.

Mr. Ravi Malhotra, Advocate for the complainant.
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VIVEK PURIL,J. (ORAL)

Custody certificate of the petitioner has been circulated today and the
same is taken on record.

Jasminder Singh @ Jass-petitioner is seeking regular bail in the case
bearing FIR No.64 dated 13.07.2018 under Sections 302/498-A/120-B IPC
registered at Police Station Banur, District SAS Nagar, Mohali.

Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that as per the allegations,
the marriage of the deceased was solemnized with the petitioner about 14 years
prior to the occurrence and son, who was aged about 13 years at the time of
occurrence,was born from the wedlock. The petitioner was allegedly having illicit

relations with his sister-in-law and on that score, the matrimonial dispute had
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cropped up between the couple. The death has occurred on 11.07.2018. The
brother of the petitioner, who was also arraigned as co-accused, has since died.
There is nothing to indicate that any complaint was submitted at any forum on
account of matrimonial dispute between the parties for a period of 14 years. The
sister and sister-in-law of the petitioner have been granted anticipatory bail. The
petitioner is in custody for a period of 04 years, 08 months and 28 days.

Learned State counsel has opposed the bail application on the score that
the occurrence took place in the house of the petitioner and the cause of death has
been stated to be asphyxia due to smothering. Furthermore, there were injuries on
the person of the deceased which were found at the time of postmortem
examination. It has been further submitted that out of 16, 07 witnesses have been
examined.

Learned counsel for the complainant has opposed the bail application
on the score that the petitioner is a police official and for that reason, the
prosecuting agency is delaying the trial and not producing witnesses.

On a query, learned State counsel submits that all the remaining 09
witnesses have to be examined. The petitioner is in custody for a period of 04
years, 08 months and 28 days and out of 16, 07 witnesses have been examined
and still 09 witnesses remain to be examined. The co-accused are on bail. There is
nothing on record to indicate that any complaint was submitted at any forum on
account of matrimonial dispute between the petitioner and the deceased during
her lifetime. The conclusion of trial is likely to take sometime. No fruitful purpose
will be served by detaining the petitioner in further custody. As such, sufficient
mitigating circumstances are made out to extend the concession of bail to the
petitioner.

g 151700 Without expressing any opinion on the merits of the case, the instant
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petition is allowed. The petitioner is ordered to be released on bail on his
furnishing requisite bail bonds to the satisfaction of the learned trial Court/Duty
Magistrate concerned.

The petition is allowed accordingly.

13.04.2023 (VIVEK PURI)
renubala JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned: Yes/No
Whether reportable: Yes/No
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