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206 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

(Through Video Conferencing)

CRM-M-30852-2020
Date of Decision: 04.12.2020

Sandeep
..... Petitioner

Versus

State of Haryana and others
........ Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE NIRMALJIT KAUR

Present: Mr. Sajjan Singh, Advocate,
for the petitioner.

Mr. Rajneesh Chadwal, Asstt. Advocate General, Haryana.

Mr. Surender S. Duhan, Advocate,
for respondent Nos.2 and 3.

NIRMALJIT KAUR, J. (ORAL)

The prayer in the present petition is for grant of regular bail to
the petitioner in case FIR No.195 dated 30.10.2019 under Sections
147/148/323/324/379/427 of IPC (lateron added 307 IPC) and Section 25 of
Arms Act registered at Police Station Pillu Khera, District Jind (Haryana).

This is the fourth bail application. The first two bail
applications were dismissed as withdrawn on 05.02.2020 abd 29.05.2020
respectively and the third bail application was dismissed because the
dismissal of earlier two bail applications had not been mentioned. The last
bail application was dismissed on 27.07.2020. The present bail application
has been filed on the ground that the matter has been compromised between
the parties and quashing petition has been filed in which notice of motion

has also been issued.
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Learned State counsel however while opposing the bail to the
petitioner submitted that it was a well settled proposition of law that the
criminal proceedings for offence under Section 307 IPC cannot be quashed.
However, this Court is dealing with the bail application. The petitioner is
stated to be working at the same Mandi in which the complainant-Parveen
@ Monu is working and the matter was settled between the parties in order
to maintain amicable atmosphere in the said Mandi.

Be that as it may, learned counsel for respondent Nos.2 & 3 and
respondent No.2/complainant-Parveen @ Monu is present in the Court and
states that he has no objection, if the petitioner is released on bail and even
otherwise, he is in custody since 03.12.2019. Whereas, the charge has also
not been framed till date.

In view of the above, the present petition is allowed and the
petitioner is ordered to be released on regular bail on his furnishing of bail
bonds and surety bonds to the satisfaction of concerned Chief Judicial

Magistrate/Duty Magistrate.

(NIRMALJIT KAUR)
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