IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

226 CRM-M-34911-2022
Date of Decision: 24.04.2023

Virender @ Kala @ Mendak ... Petitioner
Versus
State of Haryana . Respondent
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ANOOP CHITKARA
Present:-  Mr. Pawan Singh, Advocate for the petitioner.
Mr. Manish Bansal, DAG, Haryana.
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ANOOP CHITKARA, J. (ORAL)

FIR Date Police Station Under Sections
367 12.10.2021 Sadar Fazilka 302, 34 TPC & Sec-
tion 25/27 of Arms
Act
1. The present petition has been filed under Section 439 Cr.P.C. for

grant of regular bail to the petitioner in the above-mentioned case.

2. State counsel has opposed the present petition on the ground that 5
more cases are pending against the petitioner and he is not entitled for bail.

3. After arguing for sometime, counsel for the petitioner submits the he
would be contended and satisfied considering the fact that the petitioner is al-
ready in custody for the last 01 year and 05 months and no role has been attrib-
uted to him and Court be directed to expedite the trial.

4. The prayer is innocuous.

5. Given the fact that the petitioner is in custody since 14.11.2021 as
per paragraph 21 of the present petition, the trial Court try to complete the trial

on or before 31.07.2023 subject to the condition that the petitioner shall not seek
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any adjournment. In case, the petitioner seeks any adjournment, then this order

shall be recalled under Section 362 read with Section 482 Cr.P.C. without any

further reference to this Court.

6. The present petition stands disposed of with above said observa-

tions. All pending miscellaneous applications, if any, stand disposed of.

-

(ANOQOP CHITKARA)
JUDGE
24.04.2023
shruti
Whether speaking/rea- Yes/No
soned
Whether Reportable Yes/No

ITHLESH KUMAR

2023.04.27 09:39

| attest to the accuracy and
integrity of this order/judgment.




