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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

239
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Decided on :14.12.2022
Ravinder
. .. Petitioner
Versus
State of Haryana
... Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VIKAS BAHL

PRESENT: Mr. Navmohit Singh, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Surinder Kumar Dagar, DAG, Haryana.
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VIKAS BAHL, J. (Oral)

This is a first petition under Section 439 Cr.P.C. for grant
of regular bail to the petitioner in FIR no.324 dated 25.08.2018
registered under Sections 148, 149, 307, 323, 427 and 452 IPC (Section
120B IPC added later on) and Section 25 of the Arms Act, 1959 at
Police Station Charkhi Dadri City, District Charkhi Dadri.

Learned counsel for the petitioner has submitted that in the
present case, the petitioner was granted anticipatory bail vide order
dated 06.09.2019 (Annexure P-3) by a coordinate Bench of this Court
and thereafter, the petitioner was appearing regularly before the trial
Court but on 05.04.2022, on account of the fact that the petitioner as
well as his mother were not keeping good health, he could not appear
before the Court and accordingly, the bail of the petitioner was
cancelled and on 09.09.2022, the petitioner surrendered and since then

the petitioner has been in custody. It is further submitted that the
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petitioner undertakes to appear on each and every date of hearing before
the trial Court unless his personal appearance is specifically exempted
by the Court. Learned counsel for the petitioner has also submitted that
the petitioner is ready to pay an amount of Rs.10,000/- as costs for the
delay caused in the proceedings on account of his non-appearance on
05.04.2022.

Learned State counsel, on the other hand, has opposed the
present petition for regular bail and has submitted that the impugned
order has been rightly passed as the petitioner had not appeared on
05.04.2022 and had not moved an application seeking exemption from
his personal appearance.

This Court has heard learned counsel for the parties and has
perused the paper book.

The petitioner was granted anticipatory bail vide order
dated 06.09.2019 passed by a coordinate Bench of this Court. It is the
case of the petitioner that he was regularly appearing before the trial
Court and it is only on 05.04.2022, that the petitioner could not appear
as the petitioner and his mother were not keeping good health and the
petitioner himself surrendered on 09.09.2022 and since then, he has
been in custody.

Keeping in view the above said facts and circumstances,
the present petition for regular bail is allowed and the petitioner is
ordered to be released on bail on his furnishing bail / surety bonds to the
satisfaction of the concerned trial Court/ Duty Magistrate and subject to
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him not being required in any other case and subject to the petitioner
depositing an amount of Rs.10,000/- with the trial Court within a period
of one month from today which the trial Court shall disburse to the
mother of the complainant Rakesh as the counsel for the petitioner has
informed that the said Rakesh has since died and also subject to the
petitioner giving an undertaking to appear on each and every date of
hearing before the trial Court unless his personal appearance is
specifically exempted.

It is made clear that in case the petitioner does not deposit
Rs.10,000/- before the trial Court within a period of one month from
today or does not give the above said undertaking, then the present
petition would be deemed to have been dismissed.

Nothing stated above shall be construed as a final
expression of opinion on the merits of the case and the trial would
proceed independently of the observations made in the present case
which are only for the purpose of adjudicating the present bail petition.

Pending miscellaneous applications, if any, stand disposed

of with the abovesaid order.
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