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201 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-37896-2024 (O&M)
Date of Decision : 27-09-2024

PRINCE ALTIASPRINSA e Petitioner
VERSUS

STATE OF PUNJAB e Respondent(s)
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI

Present: Mr. Gagandeep Singh Virk, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Arun Gupta, DAG Punjab.

HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI, J. (Oral)

In compliance of order dated 12.08.2024, status report dated
25.09.2024 by way of affidavit has been filed in the Court today. The same
is taken on record.

In the present petition, the prayer of the petitioner is for grant of
regular bail in FIR No.37 dated 30.03.2021 registered under Sections 302,
307, 506, 147, 148, 149, 120-B of IPC, 1860 and under Sections 25, 27, 54
and 59 of the Arms Act, 1959 at Police Station Mullanpur, District SAS
Nagar, Mohali, Punjab.

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that there was a fight
between two groups in pursuance to which, the FIR No.37 dated 30.03.2021
was registered and the cross-case was also registered vide DDR No.44 dated
01.04.2021

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that there is no role

which has been attributed to the petitioner and the petitioner has been
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included in the FIR under Section 149 of the IPC. Learned counsel for the
petitioner submits that no injury to anyone has been attributed to the
petitioner except a ‘Lalkara’. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits
neither the deceased nor injured received any injury at the hands of the
petitioner.

Learned counsel for the petitioner further submits that to co-
accused namely Joginder Singh @ Jaggi and Sunil Kumar @ Sheela, who
were similarly situated have already been granted the concession of
anticipatory/regular bail hence, the petitioner, against whom even the
allegation of ‘Lalkara’ is yet to be proved, the petitioner may kindly be
extended the concession of regular bail as he has already undergone
incarceration for a period of 3 years 5 months and 20 days and the status of
the trial is that out of total 21 witnesses which are cited to be examined, only
O witnesses have been examined so far and the trial is not likely to conclude
in the near future.

Learned State counsel keeping in view the status report filed
submits that the only allegation against the petitioner is of giving ‘Lalkara’
and no injury is attributed to the petitioner qua the deceased or the injured.

I have heard learned counsel for the parties and have gone
through the records of the present case with their able assistance.

Though, the petitioner is disputing his presence at the incident
spot but the State is proving the same on the basis of the evidence which has
come on record so far. The ultimate finding is to be given by the trial Court
as to whether, the petitioner was present on the incident spot or not and
whether, the petitioner gave a Lalkara/provocation to the accused to kill the

deceased.
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Further, the similarly situated accused namely Joginder Singh
@ Jaggi and Sunil Kumar @ Sheela have already been granted the
concession of anticipatory/regular bail as the case may be, which fact has
gone un-rebutted at the hands of the learned State counsel.

Apart from this, the petitioner has already undergone
incarceration for a period of 3 years 5 months and 20 days and it is likely
that the trial will take more time to conclude as, only 9 witnesses out of total
21 witnesses have been examined so far coupled with all the facts which
have been stated hereinbefore especially when, no other case is pending
against the petitioner and the learned counsel for the petitioner has
undertaken before this Court that in case, the petitioner is granted the
concession of regular bail, he will not interfere with the trial or the witness,
the petitioner has made out the case for the grant of concession of regular
bail.

Without commenting upon the merits of the case, it is directed
that the petitioner be release on regular bail subject to his furnishing
bail/surety bonds to the satisfaction of the L.d. Trial Court/Duty Magistrate,
concerned. In case of default of above undertaking, the State will be at
liberty to approach this Court for passing appropriate orders.

Present petition is allowed.

Needless to say nothing recorded herein shall be construed to
be an expression of an opinion on the merits of the case.

27-09-2024 (HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI)
Sapna Goyal JUDGE

NOTE: Whether speaking: YES/NO
Whether reportable: YES/NO
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