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ANOOP CHITKARA, J.

Aggrieved by dismissal of the application for non-summoning of
Vinay Rathi (brother of the petitioner) as an additional accused u/s 190(1)(B) of
CrPC, the petitioner who is co-accused, has come up before this Court.

Counsel for the State submits that initially Vinay Rathee was
arraigned as accused but during the investigation, he was exonerated way back in
the year 2014. Even the petitioner has not arraigned the aggrieved person-Vinay
Rathee as respondent in the petition.

Counsel for the petitioner relies upon the judgment passed by
Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in Bholu Ram vs. State of Punjab and another
2008(9) SCC 140 and submits that the application for arraigning the accused can
also be filed by the co-accused.

A perusal of the said judgment reveals that such right accrues only
when some allegations found against such accused, which is not in the present
case.

This Court finds no illegality in the impugned orders passed by the
Courts below. Consequently, the present petition is dismissed. Pending

applications, if any, stand disposed of.
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