IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT

CHANDIGARH
205 CRM-M-30365-2020
Date of Decision:19.01.2022
VIRENDER SINGH @ VIRENDER BHADANA ..PETITIONER
VERSUS
STATE OF HARYANA ..RESPONDENT

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SUVIR SEHGAL
Present: Mr. Balraj Gujjar, Advocate for the petitioner.

Ms. Mahima Yashpal, DAG, Haryana.
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SUVIR SEHGAL, J.(ORAL)

Heard through video conferencing.
While granting interim protection to the petitioner on
30.09.2020, this Court passed the following order:-

“The Court has been convened through
video conferencing due to Covid-19 pandemic.

Through the second petition under Section
438 of Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973, the
petitioner seeks anticipatory bail in case FIR
No.446 dated 06.09.2020 registered under Sections
323/379-B/506/34 IPC at Police Station
Surajkund, District Faridabad.

Counsel for the petitioner submits that the
alleged incident is of 02.09.2020 but the FIR was
registered after four days. The injuries which are
attributed to the petitioner and his co-accused,
according to the counsel, are simple in nature.
The contention of the counsel for the petitioner is
that the allegation regarding snatching of money
was not found substantiated by the Investigating
Olfficer, but later, Section 379-B IPC was added on
the basis of the statement of the eye witnesses on
an inquiry conducted by the SHO.

Counsel further submits that the earlier
petition for anticipatory bail (CRM-M-29455-
2020) was withdrawn by him with liberty to file a
fresh one. According to the counsel, the petition
was withdrawn as the petitioner had inadvertently
made a declaration therein that he is not involved
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in any other case, but when it transpired that there
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were two other FIRs against the petitioner, he has
made inquiries and specifically mentioned in para
7 of the present petition that the petitioner stands
acquitted in both the FIRs.

Notice of motion.

On the asking of the Court, Mr. Rajiv Sidhu,
DAG, Haryana accepts notice on behalf of the
State.

Liston 13.01.2021.

Meanwhile, the petitioner shall join the
investigation and would come present as and when
called for and in the event of arrest, the petitioner
shall be admitted to interim bail on his furnishing
personal and surety bonds to the satisfaction of
Arresting Investigating Officer. The petitioner
shall also abide by the conditions as specified
under Section 438(2) Cr.P.C. ”

On a request made by the State counsel, vide order dated

08.09.2021, the petitioner was directed to re-join the investigation and co-

operate with the Investigating Agency.

Upon instructions from SI Manoj Kumar, State counsel submits

that the petitioner has re-joined the investigation, recovery has been effected

from him and he is no longer required for custodial interrogation.

In view of the said facts, the present petition is allowed and the

order dated 30.09.2020 granting interim bail to the petitioner is made

absolute, subject to the conditions laid down in Section 438(2) of the Code

of Criminal Procedure.

19.01.2022
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(SUVIR SEHGAL)
JUDGE

Whether Speaking/Reasoned Yes/No

Whether Reportable Yes/No

SHEETAL

2022.01.19 17:28

I attest to the accuracy and
integrity of this document
Chandigarh



