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Versus
State of Haryana
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CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AVNEESH JHINGAN
Present :  Mr. Nitin Kumar Sharma, Advocate
for the petitioner.
Ms. Dimple Jain, AAG, Haryana
for the respondent-State.
skekook
AVNEESH JHINGAN , J.(Oral)
1. This petition under Section 439 Cr.P.C. is filed seeking

regular bail in FIR No. 38, dated 21.2.2021, under Sections 308 and 506
read with Section 34 IPC, registered at Police Station City Pehowa.

2. The FIR was registered on the statement of Anmol Singh. The
allegations are that on 21.2.2021, a altercation took place between the
complainant and the accused, including the petitioner. Manjot gave an iron
rod blow on the head of the complainant, the reason for the incident was a
previous fight between the parties. The role attributed of the petitioner is
that he was accompanying Manjot on motor cycle.

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that it is a case of
false implication, the petitioner is in custody since 01.03.2021,
investigation is complete, no recovery is to be made. He further relies upon
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the prosecution.

4, Learned counsel for the State, on instructions from ASI-
Randhir Singh opposes the prayer for bail. She fairly submits that the
complainant was examined and has not supported the allegations against
the Manjot. She further submits that Manjot is not involved in any other
criminal case.

5. Considering the facts and circumstances in totality, especially
that the investigation is complete, challan stands presented, no recovery is
to be made, the complainant has been examined and petitioner has no
criminal antecedents, co-accused was granted bail by this Court, the
petitioner is granted bail subject to his furnishing bail bonds to the
satisfaction of the Chief Judicial Magistrate/ Duty Magistrate concerned.

6. The petition is allowed.

7. It is clarified that observations made hereinabove shall not be

construed as an expression of opinion on the merits of the case.
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