
            IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT

CHANDIGARH   

CRM-M-14076-2020 

Date of decision:19.6.2020

RAVI KUMAR 
.....Petitioner

Versus

STATE OF HARYANA 
.....Respondent

CORAM : HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE GURVINDER SINGH GILL

Present: Mr. Munish Behl, Advocate

for the petitioner. 

Ms. Aditi Girdhar, AAG, Haryana.

(the  aforesaid  presence  is  being  recorded  through  video

conferencing since the proceedings are being conducted in Virtual

Court) 

****

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.258 dated 7.11.2019 under Sections

148, 149, 307, 323, 325, 326, 452, 506 IPC and Section 25 of Arms Act

at Police Station Sector 14 Panchkula, District Panchkula.  

2. The FIR was registered at the instance of Amit Sharma, wherein it has

been alleged that on 7.11.2019 when he was present in his office, then

Amit, Love (petitioner) and Ram entered into his office along with 3-4

unknown persons and started beating complainant’s brother.  It is alleged

that the complainant as well as his brother were caused injuries on face

and  head  and  that  there  is  deep  injury  on  the  back  side  of  the

complainant’s head,  and on his arm and his face.  His brother is also
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stated to have been caused several injuries on his forehead and face.  It is

specifically stated that Amit caused an injury to the complainant on his

head from the butt of pistol/revolver.

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner has submitted that the injury which has

been opined to be dangerous to life is attributed to co-accused Amit and

that the petitioner in any case has been behind bars since the last about 7

months  and  ‘Challan’  already  stands  presented  and  that  in  these

circumstances he is not required to be detained any further.

4. The aforesaid position as regards the attribution of injuries and custody of

the petitioner is not disputed by the learned State counsel.

5. Having  regard  to  the  aforesaid  facts  and  circumstances  of  the  case,

especially that the main injury is attributed to the co-accused and that the

petitioner has been behind bars since the last more than 7 months, further

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

19.6.2020        JUDGE
Gaurav Sorot
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