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The petitioner has approached this Court seeking grant of regular
bail in respect of a case registered against him vide FIR No0.468
dated 30.12.2019 at Police Station Hathin, District Palwal, under
Sections 307/341/34 TIPC and Section 27 of the Arms Act.

The FIR in question was lodged at the instance of Rajender Prasad,
wherein it is alleged that on 30.12.2019, two boys who had come
on a motor-cycle had fired at his nephew Devender with an
intention to kill him and that on account of receipt of the said
firearm shots, his nephew fell on the road while the assailants fled
away from the spot.

Learned counsel for the petitioner has submitted that he is nowhere

named in the FIR and was nominated subsequently on the basis of
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some supplementary statement. It has been submitted that it is in
fact a false case registered against the petitioner and the falsity of
the same would be evident from the fact that when the statements
of the complainant, injured and other witnesses were recorded
before the trial Court, they did not support the case of the
prosecution at all.

4. Opposing the petition, learned State counsel has submitted that
since the petitioner came to be nominated as an accused on the
basis of supplementary statement of the injured and in fact the
empty shells recovered from the spot were also found to have been
fired from the gun recovered from the petitioner, no case for grant
of bail is made out. Learned State counsel has, however, informed
that the petitioner has been behind bars since the last about 10
months and that he is not involved in any other case.

5. I have considered rival submissions addressed before this Court.

6. Given the fact that the complainant Rajender Prasad, injured
Devender and also the other eye-witnesses have completely resiled
from their statements, as would be evident from the perusal of
statements annexed as Annexures P-2 to P-4 and while also
noticing that the petitioner as on date has been behind bars since
the last about 10 months and is not stated to be previously involved
in any other case, further detention of the petitioner will not serve
any useful purpose as the conclusion of trial will take some time.
The petition, as such, is accepted and the petitioner is ordered to be

released on regular bail on his furnishing bail bonds/surety bonds
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to the satisfaction of learned trial Court/Chief Judicial

Magistrate/Duty Magistrate concerned.

24.03.2021 (GURVINDER SINGH GILL)
Vimal JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned: Yes/No
Whether reportable: Yes/No
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