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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M No.2053 of 2022
Date of Decision: 24.01.2022

Sunil
..... Petitioner

Versus

State of Haryana
..... Respondent

(Heard through video conferencing)

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE PANKAJ JAIN

Present: Mr. Sukesh Kumar Jindal, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Munish Sharma, AAG, Haryana
for the respondent-State.

PANKAJ JAIN J. (ORAL)

Present petition has been filed under Section 439 Cr.P.C. for
grant of regular bail to the petitioner in case bearing FIR No.129, dated
29.10.2020, registered under Sections 307 read with Section 34 of IPC
and Section 25 of Arms Act, 1959 (Sections 109 and 120-B of IPC added
later on), at Police Station Bapoli, District Panipat.

Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that the petitioner
has not been named in the FIR nor any role has been attributed to him.

Learned counsel for the State submits that the petitioner has
been implicated on the basis of the disclosure statement made by main
accused Raj Kumar. He, on instructions from SI Mahavir Singh, very
fairly states that apart from the disclosure statement made by Raj Kumar
before the police authorities, there is no other incriminating evidence

against the petitioner that links him to the present case, though the
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petitioner is already facing trial in two FIRs as detailed in para No.25 of
the present petition.

Learned counsel for the petitioner responds by saying that in
the aforesaid two FIRs, he has already been released on bail.

Keeping in view the fact that the petitioner is in custody since
04.11.2020 and the trial is going to take long time, this Court finds that
the petitioner is held entitled for grant of regular bail. Accordingly, the
present petition is allowed and the petitioner is ordered to be released on
regular bail on his furnishing bail/surety bonds to the satisfaction of the
trial Court/Duty Magistrate, concerned.

Nothing observed herein shall be construed to be an

expression of an opinion on the merits of the case.

(PANKAJ JAIN)
JUDGE
24.01.2022
rittu
Whether speaking/reasoned: Yes/No
Whether reportable: Yes/No
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