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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-11772-2024
Date of Decision : 14.08.2024
IMRAN Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

STATE OF HARYANA
..... Respondent(s)

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDEEP TIWARI

Present :  Mr. Baljeet Beniwal, Advocate,
for the petitioner(s).

Mr. Bhupender Singh, DAG, Haryana.

KULDEEP TIWARI, J.(Oral)

1. On 23.04.2024, a co-ordinate bench of this Court had passed
the hereinafter extracted order, upon the instant petition:-

“Learned counsel for the petitioner inter alia submits
that the petitioner has been implicated in the aforementioned FIR on
the basis of disclosure statement made by Subudeen who has
already been granted the concession of regular bail.

List on 29.05.2024.

In the meanwhile, petitioner will join investigation
before the Investigating Officer as and when called. In the event of
his arrest, the Arresting Officer would admit him to interim bail, till
the next date of hearing, on his furnishing adequate bail and surety
bonds to his satisfaction. The petitioner is also directed to abide by
all the conditions as envisaged under Section 438(2) of Code of

Criminal Procedure, 1973.”

2. A perusal of the last order dated 29.05.2024, reveals that in
deference to the aforesaid order, the petitioner failed to join the
investigation with the investigating officer, however on request of learned
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counsel for the petitioner, petitioner was granted last opportunity to join
investigation.

3. Today at the very outset, learned State counsel, on
instructions imparted to him by the police official concerned, informs that
though the petitioner has joined investigation, however, he has not fully
co-operated at all with the investigating officer, as he has not got effected
the recovery.

4. Since the petitioner, despite given two effective and adequate
opportunities to join the investigation, and to co-operate with the
investigating officer, has failed to do so, therefore, he is not entitled for

pre-arrest bail.

5. Consequently, the instant petition is dismissed.
(KULDEEP TIWARI)
August 14, 2024 JUDGE
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