IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-47674 of 2021

DECIDED ON:6" January, 2022
Manesh and another

..... PETITIONERS
VERSUS
State of Haryana
..... RESPONDENT

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AVNEESH JHINGAN.

Present: Mr. Rakesh Nehra, Senior Advocate with
Mr. Atul Ravish, Advocate for petitioners.

Ms. Geeta Sharma, DAG Haryana.

Mr. Gurminder Singh, Advocate for complainant.
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AVNEESH JHINGAN, J (ORAL)

Due to COVID-19 situation, the Court is convened through video
conference.

This petition under Section 439 Cr.P.C. is filed seeking regular
bail in case of FIR No.385 dated 20.9.2021, under Sections 323, 452, 506
read with Section 34 IPC and Sections 25 and 27 of Arms Act, registered at
Police Station Urban Estate, Rohtak.

The FIR was at the instance of Kapoor, as per the allegations, the
complainant was having money transaction with M/s Jhakar Enterprises. On
20.9.2021, Sanjeet along with his three friends came to the office of the
complainant, abused him and gave beatings. He showed a pistol and
threatened to eliminate the complainant in case money is not returned. On
disclosure statement of Rajesh, pistol was recovered from a vacant plot.

Learned Senior counsel for the petitioners submits that the
petitioners are in custody since 20.9.2021. It was a money matter, no injury
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Mr. Gurminder Singh, Advocate appears for the complainant
though not impleaded as party. He verifies the factum of compromise.

Learned  State counsel on instructions submits that the
investigation is complete and challan stands presented.

As per the allegations in the FIR, the incident has a back drop of
money transaction. No injury was inflicted. Investigation is complete. No
recovery is to be made. No useful purpose would be served by keeping the
petitioners behind the bars. Bail is granted to the petitioners-Manesh and
Sanjeet, on furnishing surety bonds to the satisfaction of the Chief Judicial
Magistrate/ Duty Magistrate concerned.

The petition is allowed.

It is clarified that the observations made hereinabove shall not be

construed as an expression of opinion on the merits of the case.

(AVNEESH JHINGAN)
6™ January, 2022 JUDGE
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