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Date of decision: 03.02.2022

Satish

...Petitioner
Versus

State of Haryana
..... Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARNARESH SINGH GILL

Present:-  Mr. Sunil K. Nehra, Advocate,
for the petitioner.

Mr. Surender Singh, AAG, Haryana.

Mr. J.S.Hooda, Advocate,
for the complainant.

HARNARESH SINGH GILL, J. (ORAL)

Case is taken up for hearing through video conferencing.

Through this petition, the petitioner seeks regular bail in case
bearing FIR No.140 dated 08.06.2021, registered at Police Station
Chhainsa, Faridabad, under Sections 148, 149, 341, 324, 307, 379-B and
506 TIPC and Section 25 of the Arms Act, 1959 (final report submitted
under Sections 324, 325, 341, 307, 506 and 34 IPC and Section 25 of the
Arms Act, 1959).

As per the prosecution version, the petitioner and other co-
accused in furtherance of their common intention had given knife blows to
Parveen after having caught hold of him.

Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that it is a case of
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version and cross-version and it is yet to be ascertained by the trial Court
on the basis of evidence as to which was the aggressor party and that a
blatant attempt has been made to rope in all the family members of the
petitioners in the present case. Learned counsel further contends that the
challan stands presented; that the petitioner has been in custody since
12.07.2021, and that the conclusion of the trial would take time to
conclude.

On the other hand, learned State counsel, assisted by the
learned counsel for the complainant, while vehemently opposing the
contentions of the learned counsel for the petitioner, submits that it was a
third attack upon the complainant party by the petitioner and other co-
accused; that cross-case bearing FIR No.192 dated 21.07.2021, Police
Station Chhanisa, was got registered by the uncle of the petitioner, against
the complainant party after a period of more than one month of the
registration of the present FIR.

I have heard the learned counsel for the parties.

The challan stands presented. As stated above, it is a case of
version and crosss-version and it is yet to be ascertained as to which was
the aggressor party. The prosecution witnesses are yet to be examined.
The petitioner has been in custody since 12.07.2021. Trial of the case
would take time to conclude. Therefore, no useful purpose would be served
by keeping the petitioner behind the bars.

In view of the above, without commenting anything on the
merits, lest it should prejudice the case of either side, the present petition is

allowed and the petitioner is ordered to be released on bail on his
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furnishing bail and surety bonds to the satisfaction of the learned trial

Court/Duty Magistrate.
03.02.2022 (HARNARESH SINGH GILL)
parveen kumar JUDGE

Whether reasoned/speaking? Yes/No

Whether reportable? Yes/No

PARVEEN KUMAR
2022.02.03 04:17

| attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this document



