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****

GURVINDER SINGH GILL  , J. (ORAL)

1. The petitioner has filed this petition seeking grant of regular bail in a case

registered against him vide FIR No.353 dated 30.8.2019 under Sections

420, 489-A, 489-B, 489-C IPC at Police Station Hisar City, District Hisar.

2. It is the case of prosecution that pursuant to receipt of secret information

on  30.8.2019  the  police  apprehended  the  petitioner  who  was  riding  a

scooter and from whose possession fake currency notes of  `24,60,000/-

were  recovered.   It  is  further  the  case  of  prosecution  that  pursuant  to

disclosure statement made by the petitioner, fake currency notes worth

`1,20,000/- were also recovered from his house.

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner has submitted that he has falsely been

implicated in the present case and that in any case even if the allegations

as levelled in the FIR are taken to be correct, it is only an offence under
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Section 489-C which would be attracted and no offence under Section

420, 489-A and 489-B is made out.

4. Opposing the petition, learned State counsel has submitted that since huge

amount of fake currency notes were recovered from the petitioner, no case

for grant of bail is made out.  It has however informed that the petitioner

is not involved in any other case and that till date not even a single PW

out of cited 9 PWs has been examined.

5. I have considered rival submissions addressed before this Court.  It would

certainly be debatable as to whether offence under Section 420, 489-A

and 489-B IPC would be attracted in the present case or not.  In any case

since the petitioner has been behind bars since the last about 6 months

and till date not even a single PW out of cited 9 PWs has been examined

and  that  the  petitioner  is  not  even  wanted  in  any  other  case,  further

detention  of  the  petitioner  will  not  serve  any  useful  purpose  as  the

conclusion of trial is likely to take some time.

6. The  petition,  as  such,  is  accepted  and  the  petitioner  is  ordered  to  be

released on regular  bail on his furnishing bail bonds/surety bonds to the

satisfaction  of  learned  trial  Court/Chief  Judicial  Magistrate/Duty

Magistrate concerned.  

            ( GURVINDER SINGH GILL)

6.3.2020        JUDGE
Gaurav Sorot
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