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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-18066-2016 (O&M)
Date of decision : 30.09.2016

Geeta
...Petitioner

Versus
State of Haryana
...Respondent
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JITENDRA CHAUHAN

Present: Mr. Bijender Dhankhar, Advocate,
for the petitioner.

Mr. Saurabh Mohunta, DAG, Haryana,
assisted by ASI Sunil Kumar.

JITENDRA CHAUHAN, J. (Oral)

The instant petition has been preferred under Section 439
Cr.P.C. seeking regular bail in FIR No0.480 dated 04.09.2015, registered
under Sections 341, 302, 307, 120-B and 148 read with Section 149 of the
Indian Penal Code, at P.S. Kundli, Distt. Sonipat.

Learned counsel contends that no injury has been attributed to
the petitioner. She is only shown to be present on the spot and incited the
assailants to cause injuries. In the supplementary statement of the
complainant, the petitioner is not even named. She is in custody since
06.09.2015.

On the other hand, learned State counsel, on instructions, states
that the petitioner has been specifically named in the FIR and her activce

participation in the crime is made out. Out of twenty five prosecution
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witnesses, examination-in-chief of one witness has been recorded.

Heard.

The petitioner is a household lady and not involved in any other
FIR. No injury has been attributed to her. She has not been named in the
supplementary statement of the complainant. The challan stands already
filed. Out of 25 prosecution witnesses, only examination in chief of one
witness has been recorded, therefore, the trial is not likely to be concluded
in the near future.

In view of the above, without adverting to the merits of the
instant case, this petition is allowed. The petitioner be admitted to bail
during the pendency of the trial, on her furnishing bail bonds and surety
bonds, to the satisfaction of the Chief Judicial Magistrate/Duty Magistrate,
Sonipat.

However, nothing noticed hereinabove shall be construed as an

expression of opinion of this Court, on the merits of the case.

30.09.2016 (JITENDRA CHAUHAN)
atulsethi JUDGE
Whether speaking / reasoned : Yes No

Whether Reportable : Yes No
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