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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH.

207 CRM-M-15802-2020
Date of Decision: 03.07.2020.
Anil Kumar ....Petitioner.
Versus

State of Haryana ....Respondent.

*%%

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SUVIR SEHGAL
Present: = Mr. Yashveer Kharb, Advocate for the petitioner.
Mr. Amit Aggarwal, Deputy Advocate General, Haryana.
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Suvir Sehgal, J. (Oral)

The Court has been convened through video conferencing due
to Covid-19 pandemic.

Present petition under Section 439 Cr.P.C. is for grant of bail
pending trial to the petitioner in case FIR No.1094 dated 18.11.2019 under
Sections 406, 420, 467, 468, 471 and 120-B IPC, registered at Police Station
Chandni Bagh, District Panipat.

Counsel for the petitioner has submitted that the allegation
against the petitioner is that the petitioner transferred immovable property to
Anand Parkash, against which a loan of Rs.10,00,000/- was sanctioned by
Urban Co-operative Bank, Panipat to Anand Parkash. He has relied upon the
order dated 11.06.2020 passed by this Court in CRM-M-13494-2020—
Anand Parkash Vs. State of Haryana, whereby the main accused has been

granted concession of regular bail.
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State counsel, on instructions from ASI Subhash, submits that
the property which was transferred in the name of Anand Parkash did not
belong to the petitioner and one Sher Singh was the original owner of the
same. He further submits that the challan was filed on 18.03.2020 and the
charges have not yet been framed due to the fact that the Courts are not
functioning normally. State counsel does not dispute that the petitioner was
arrested on 23.02.2020 and he not involved in any other case

I have considered the rival submissions.

Co-accused, Anand Parkash, who has already been granted
concession of bail by this Court vide order dated 11.06.2020 (Annexure P4).
There is no other case pending against the petitioner. Petitioner is in custody
for last more than four months. The trial of the case will take some more
time and further detention of the petitioner will not serve any useful
purpose.

Accordingly, the present petition is allowed. Petitioner is
ordered to be admitted on regular bail on furnishing adequate bail bonds and

surety bonds to the satisfaction of concerned learned trial Court.

(SUVIR SEHGAL)
JUDGE
03.07.2020
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Whether speaking/ reasoned Yes/ No
Whether Reportable ; Yes/ No
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