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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH
CRM-M-7995 of 2022
Date of Decision: 5™ July, 2022

Abhishek alias Sonu
Petitioner

Versus

State of Haryana
Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AVNEESH JHINGAN

Present: Mr. Vishal Nehra, Advocate for the petitioner.
Ms. Geeta Sharma, DAG, Punjab.
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AVNEESH JHINGAN, J (Oral):

This petition under Section 439 Cr.P.C. is filed seeking regular
bail in FIR No. 341 dated 10.10.2020, under Sections 379A, 34 IPC,
Section 25 of the Arms Act, 1959 (Sections 201, 379-B, 392, 397 IPC were
added later on), registered with Police Station Rai, Sonipat.

Complainant-Surinder alleged that his car was hired by the
accused including the petitioner. Later, on a gun point two mobiles and the
car were snatched. There is a CCTV footage of a petrol pump.

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the petitioner
was arrested in another FIR, his confessional statement for involvement in
the present case was recorded. The contention is that the petitioner is in
custody since 15.10.2020. He further relies upon the fact that the
complainant in his deposition has not supported the case of the prosecution,
rather he stated that the petitioner is not the person who snatched the car or
the mobile phones. He further submits that it is a case of false implication.

Learned counsel for the State opposes the prayer for grant of
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bail and submits that the car was recovered at the instance of the petitioner.
Without commenting on the merits of the case or the deposition
made by the complainant, considering the custody period and that though
the investigation is complete conclusion of trial is likely to take time, the
petitioner is granted bail subject to his furnishing bail bonds to the
satisfaction of the Chief Judicial Magistrate/ Duty Magistrate concerned.
The petition is allowed.
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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