IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-5824-2021
Date of Decision:02.09.2021

Vishal Kumar ... Petitioner
Vs.
State of Haryana ... Respondent

CORAM : HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE ARVIND SINGH SANGWAN
Present :  Mr. Vinod Ghai, Sr. Advocate with

Ms. Kanika Ahuja, Advocate

for the petitioner.

Mr. Kirpal Singh Thakur, A.A.G. Haryana.

Mr. Pratham Sethi, Advocate
for the complainant.

ARVIND SINGH SANGWAN, J. (Oral)

Prayer in this petition is for grant of regular bail in case FIR
No.481 dated 08.08.2020 under Sections 376, 323, 506 read with 34 IPC
(Later Section 376 IPC was deleted and Sections 325 and 307 IPC were
added) registered at Police Station Samalkha, Panipat.

Learned senior counsel for the petitioner submits that present
FIR was registered on a complaint given by Jyoti who is wife of the
petitioner. It is further submitted that even on an earlier occasion i.e. on
14.6.2020 one cross FIR No0.337 under Sections 323, 498-A read with
Section 34 IPC, 376 read with Section 511 IPC was also registered by the
same complainant Jyoti against the petitioner and in-laws and another FIR
No.338 under Sections 323, 452, 506 read with Section 34 IPC was
registered by Rajinder Singh (father of the petitioner).

Learned senior counsel relies upon a compromise effected
between the parties in which wife/complainant namely Jyoti in the present
FIR as well as in FIR No0.337 has stated that she had married with petitioner
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in the year 2009 and had misunderstanding with him and on that count he
got FIR No0.337 registered and thereafter, the second FIR i.e. FIR in
question was also registered. It is further stated that a compromise is
effected between the parties whereby she wants to return back to her
matrimonial home and reside with the petitioner. It is further submitted that
the complainant Jyoti has stated that she will have no objection in case FIR
is quashed by this Court. Learned senior counsel has further submitted that
based on the said compromise, even a petition bearing has been filed
praying for quashing of FIR No.337.

Learned State counsel assisted by the complainant could not
dispute the factual position. However, it is submitted that apart from the
complainant, her parents are also injured victim. Learned State counsel
further submitted that petitioner is in custody for the last about more than
one year and the investigation is complete.

After hearing learned counsel for the parties and considering
the fact that matter stands compromised between the parties; complainant
Joyti who is wife of the petitioner wants to stay with the petitioner, I deem it
appropriate to grant the concessions of bail so that the parties may settle
their dispute.

Accordingly, this petition is allowed and the petitioner is
directed to be released on regular bail, subject to his furnishing bail/surety
bonds to the satisfaction of the trial Court/Duty Magistrate/Illaga
Magistrate, concerned.

(ARVIND SINGH SANGWAN)
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