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SANDEEP KUMAR
... Appellants/Petitioner(s)
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STATE OF HARYANA
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CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KARAMJIT SINGH

Present:-  Mr. Ishnoor Singh, Advocate for
Mr. Vikram Singh, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Neeraj Sheoran, DAG, Haryana.

Mr. Surjit, Advocate
for the complainant.

KARAMJIT SINGH, J. (Oral)

1. This is the second petition filed by the petitioner for grant of regular
bail in a case having FIR No.636 dated 28.10.2022 registered under
Sections 308, 323, 324, 506 IPC at Police Station Ladwa, District

Kurukshetra.

2. The counsel for the petitioner submits that the petitioner is
incarcerated for the last more than 8 months and now dispute between
the parties has been amicably settled and in the quashing petition filed

by the petitioner, the statements have already been recorded before the
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trial Court, wherein the complainant and other injured/eye-witnesses
have admitted the factum of compromise and the copies of the said
statements have been filed and the same are ordered to be taken on

record.

Status report along with MLR (Annexure R-1) and copy of opinion of
doctors (Annexure R-2) filed by the State counsel are ordered to be
taken on record. State counsel on instructions from SI Mul Chand has
not disputed the factum of compromise which has been effected

between the parties.

Even the counsel appearing on behalf of the complainant has not
refuted the fact that the dispute between the parties has been resolved

amicably.

As per the custody certificate furnished by the State counsel, the
petitioner is in custody for the last more than 8 months. It is also

apparent that matter has been compromised.

In view of the above, no fruitful purpose is going to be served by
prolonging judicial custody of the petitioner for indefinite period.
Thus, without commenting on the merits of the case, the petition is
allowed and the petitioner is ordered to be released on bail subject to
his furnishing bail and surety bonds to the satisfaction of the trial

Court/CIM/Duty Magistrate concerned.

( KARAMIJIT SINGH)

31.07.2023 JUDGE
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