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213 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH
CRM-M-43804-2023
Date of decision: 06.11.2023
MOHIT ..PETITIONER
VERSUS
STATE OF HARYANA ..RESPONDENT

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE VIVEK PURI

Present: Mr. Mohit Rathee, Advocate for the petitioner.

Mr. Gagandeep Singh Chhina, AAG, Haryana.
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VIVEK PURLJ. (ORAL)

1. Status report by way of affidavit of Somvir Singh, HPS, Assistant
Commissioner of Police, Gohana-II, Sonipat on behalf of the respondent-State and
the custody certificate of the petitioner have been filed and the same are taken on
record.

2. Petitioner is seeking regular bail in the case bearing No.188 dated
05.06.2020, under Section 302 IPC, registered at Police Station Sadar Gohana,
District Sonepat.

2. Briefly, the FIR has been registered on the allegations that the petitioner
had inflicted knife blows on the person of Subhash which resulted in his death.

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that the petitioner is in
custody for a period of 03 years, 04 months and 28 days and not involved in any
other case.

4. Learned State counsel has opposed the bail application on the score that
out of 17, 10 witnesses have been examined, 02 have been given up and only 05
witnesses remain to be examined. Moreover, there were 06 stabbed knife blows on
the person of the deceased.

L Da.43 It is significant to note that the petitioner had inflicted 06 knife
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blows on the person of Subhash which resulted in his death. The eye-witness
count was given by Shamsher, the brother of the deceased. During the course of
trial, he has supported the prosecution version. Merely, because, the petitioner is
in custody for a period of 03 years, 04 months and 28 days, it cannot be construed
as a ground to grant bail. In the status report, it has been specifically and
categorically submitted that out of 17, 10 witnesses have already been examined,
02 witnesses have been given up and only 05 witnesses remain to be examined.
Mere long incarceration in the peculiar circumstances of the case cannot be

construed to be significant factor to extend the concession of bail to the petitioner.

6. In view of the above, the present petition has been dismissed.
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