IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

228 (3)

DECIDED ON:12" July, 2022
(1) CRM-M-13891 of 2022 (O&M)

Amit @ Bholu

..... PETITIONER
VERSUS
State of Haryana
..... RESPONDENT
(2) CRM-M-11459 of 2022 (O&M)
Anil Kumar @ Shinta
..... PETITIONER
VERSUS
State of Haryana
..... RESPONDENT
(3) CRM-M-11990 of 2022 (O&M)
Ashok @ Gollu
..... PETITIONER
VERSUS
State of Haryana
..... RESPONDENT

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AVNEESH JHINGAN.

Present: Mr. Ashwani Kumar Antil, Advocate,
Mr. Rakesh Kumar Lathwal, Advocate
Mr. M.M. Malik, Advocate and
Mr. Sandeep Kumar, Advocate for
Mr. Vikram Singh, Advocate for petitioner(s).

Mr. Chetan Sharma, AAG Haryana.
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AVNEESH JHINGAN, J (ORAL)

These are three petitions for regular bail in case of FIR No. 82
dated 1.3.2021, under Sections 148, 149, 307 and 120-B IPC and Sections 25,
27 and 29 of Arms Act, registered at Police Station Sadar Sonipat, District
Sonipat.

As per the case set up, petitioners-Amit @ Bholu, Anil Kumar @
Shinta and Ashok @ Gollu, fired in the air on 28.2.2021 and fled away in a car

bearing registration No.HR-10AG-0117.
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CRM-M-13891 of 2022 (O&M), CRM-M-11459 of 2022 (O&M) and
CRM-M-11990 of 2022 (O&M) -2-

Learned counsel for the petitioners submits that the petitioners-
Ashok @ Gollu, Anil Kumar @ Shinta and Amit @ Bholu are in custody since
3.3.2021, 5.3.2021 and 5.3.2021 respectively. It is contended that complainant
and injured have not supported the case of the prosecution. They have not
identified the petitioners.

Learned State counsel opposes the prayer and submits that the
weapon was recovered at the instance of Amit @ Bholu and Ashok @ Gollu.

Without commenting upon the merits of the case or the deposition
of the complainant and the injured, considering the custody period and the fact
that conclusion of trial is likely to take time, bail is granted to the petitioners on
furnishing surety bonds to the satisfaction of the Chief Judicial Magistrate/ Duty
Magistrate concerned.

The petitions are allowed.

It is clarified that the observations made hereinabove shall not be
construed as an expression of opinion on the merits of the case.

Since the main case has been decided, the pending application, if
any is rendered infructuous.

Photocopy of this order be placed on the files of connected cases.

(AVNEESH JHINGAN)
12 July, 2022 JUDGE
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