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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-9186-2020
Date of Decision: 05.03.2020

Pardoom
.. Petitioner

Vs.

State of Haryana
..Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE MANOJ BAJAJ

Present: Mr. S.K. Tripathi, Advocate for the petitioner.

Manoj Bajaj, J.

Petitioner has filed this petition under Section 438 Cr.P.C. for
grant of anticipatory bail in case FIR No0.308 dated 28.12.2019, under
Sections 148/149/307/323/506 1PC, registered at Police Station Sector-14,
Panchkula, District Panchkula. He apprehended his arrest at the hands of
police in the abovesaid FIR.

The FIR was registered on the basis of statement of
complainant Suraj, wherein it was stated that he got married in the year
2016 and has a son and a daughter. On 26.12.2019, at about 5:15 p.m., he
went from his house to eat eggs from the rehri situated outside the
Budhanpur Gurudwara, where Pradumn was already standing there, who
was resident of his colony and had called Abhyas and told him that the
complainant was already standing near eggs rehri, with whom quarrel had
taken place and they would teach him a lesson. He called Abhyas to come
there with 2-3 boys with weapons and when the complainant was eating
eggs then Abhyas gave a knife blow in the middle of his neck from backside

and when he turned back side then Abhyas gave 2-3 knife blows in his
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abdomen and other boys gave rod and knife blows on his back and when he
fell down, then all the boys again gave blows on the person of the
complainant. When he raised hue and cry, then his uncle, namely, Pardip
came there and all the boys fled away from the spot with their respective
weapons. On these broad allegations, the present FIR was registered.

Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that the parties
have settled the matter by way of a compromise. According to him, the
petitioner is not attributed any injury as the alleged knife blows were given
by co-accused, namely, Abhyas.

After hearing the learned counsel for the petitioner, this Court
finds that the petitioner is specifically named in the FIR, who allegedly
called his accomplice Abhyas on the spot, who gave multiple knife blows to
the victim.

Considering the seriousness of the offence, this Court is not

inclined to grant the extra ordinary concession of pre-arrest bail to the

petitioner.
Petition is dismissed.
(MANOJ BAJAJ)
05.03.2020 JUDGE
Jasmine Kaur
Whether speaking/reasoned Yes
Whether reportable No
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