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203 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-7855 of 2015
Date of Decision:23.04.2015

PREM CHAND AND OTHERS ... Petitioners
VERSUS

STATE OF HARYANA ... Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJ MOHAN SINGH

Present: Ms. Deipa Singh, Advocate
for the petitioners.

Mr. Pardeep Prakash Chahar, DAG, Haryana.

Mr. Jai Vir Yadav, Advocate
for the complainant.

1. Whether Reporters of local papers may be allowed to see the judgment ?
2. To be referred to the Reporters or not ?
3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest?

RAJ MOHAN SINGH J. (ORAL)

On 12.03.2015, this Court passed the following order;

“Learned counsel for the petitioners states that
the occurrence is alleged to have taken place on 21.02.2011
and, thereafter, a compromise was recorded on 03.03.2011.
The FIR ultimately came to be recorded at a belated stage
i.e. on 18.03.2011. During the course of investigation,
petitioners were found innocent, however, they have been
summoned with the aid of Section 319 Cr.P.C. Learned
counsel relies upon the statement of the complainant has
tried to improve the original version and even if the
statement of the complainant is taken to be on its face
value, the petitioners have no incriminating role in the
entire episode.”

Notice of motion for 23.04.2015.

Petitioners are directed to appear before the trial
Court on or before 24.03.2015. In the event of their
appearance before the trial Court, trial Court shall admit

the petitioners on interim bail subject to its satisfaction.
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Learned counsel for the petitioners states that in pursuance to
aforesaid order, petitioners have appeared before the trial Court and have
been granted interim bail on 24.03.2015.

Learned counsel for the complainant, however, vehemently
opposed the bail.

Looking to the number of persons viz-a-viz the part attributed to
them in DDR, in FIR and the statement made by the complainant in Court,

this Court considers it to be a fit case, where interim order is to be made

absolute.
Ordered accordingly.
(RAJ MOHAN SINGH)
JUDGE
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