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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH
208
CRM-M-51032-2021
Date of decision: 23.12.2021
Dhramender Petitioner
Versus
State of Haryana . Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE MANJARI NEHRU KAUL

Present :  Mr. Naveen Kumar Jaglan, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Karan Sharma, DAG, Haryana
for the respondent-State.
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MANJARI NEHRU KAUL, J. (ORAL)

This is the first petition filed under Section 439 of the
Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973 for grant of regular bail to the
petitioner in case FIR No.520 dated 21.09.2021 lodged under Sections
498-A, 406, 506 and 377 IPC (added lateron) registered at Police
Station Sampla, District Rohtak.

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that it was on
account of a marital discord between the complainant and her husband
that the FIR in question came to be registered, however, subsequently
the parties arrived at an amicable settlement. Thereafter, both the
parties approached this Court by way of CRM-M-54160-2021 for
quashing of the FIR in question in which this Court while issuing
notice had directed the parties to get their respective statements
recorded qua the compromise arrived at before the trial Court. Learned
counsel submits that in the wake of the aforementioned facts and

circumstances further incarceration of the petitioner would serve no
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useful purpose as he has now been in custody since 14.10.2021.

Learned State counsel does not dispute the factum of the
parties having approached this Court by way of CRM-M-54160-2021
for quashing of the FIR in question on the basis of a compromise.

I have heard learned counsel for the parties and perused
the material placed on record.

In view of the facts and circumstances as enumerated
hereinabove, the instant petition is allowed. The petitioner be admitted
to bail to the satisfaction of the trial Court/Duty Magistrate concerned.
However, it is made clear that anything observed hereinabove shall not

be construed to be an expression of opinion on the merits of the case.

23.12.2021 (MANJARI NEHRU KAUL)
Vinay JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned Yes/No

Whether reportable ; Yes/No
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