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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH
CRM-M-32644 of 2022
Date of Decision: 2" August, 2022

Ravi @ Tiger & another
Petitioners

Versus

State of Haryana
Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AVNEESH JHINGAN

Present: Mr. Wazir Singh, Advocate for the petitioners.
Ms. Geeta Sharma, DAG, Haryana.

seskesksk

AVNEESH JHINGAN, J (Oral):

This is a petition seeking regular bail in FIR No. 130 dated
26.4.2021, under Sections 324, 506 and 34 IPC (Section 307 IPC added
later on) and Section 25 of the Arms Act, 1959, registered at Police Station
Ganaur, District Sonipat.

As per the case set up, an incident took place on 25.4.2021.
During function of a marriage, exchange of hot words resulted in an
altercation. It was alleged that petitioners-Ravi @ Tiger and Naveen @
Meena inflicted knife blows.

Learned counsel for the petitioners submits that the petitioners
are in custody since 1.6.2021, the complainant and eye-witness were
examined, they have not supported the case of the prosecution. The
contention is that the petitioners are not involved in any other case.

Learned counsel for the State opposes the prayer for grant of
bail. She submits that the injuries with sharp edged weapons were inflicted

on the complainant, however on instructions is not disputing the contention
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raised by learned counsel for the petitioners that the eye-witness and the
complainant have not supported the case of the prosecution.

Without commenting on the merits of the case or on the
deposition made by the eye-witness and the complainant, having conspectus
of the facts, nature of allegations, the petitioners have no criminal
antecedents, though the investigation is complete, conclusion of trial is
likely to take time, the petitioners are granted bail subject to their
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.

[AVNEESH JHINGAN]
JUDGE
2" August, 2022
mk
1. Whether speaking/ reasoned : Yes / No

2. Whether reportable : Yes / No
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