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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-52446-2023
Date of Decision:20.10.2023

Jaikey @ Jaiki ... Petitioner
Vs.

State of Haryana ...Respondent

Coram: Hon’ble Mr. Justice N.S.Shekhawat

Present :  Mr. Vishwajeet, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Dhruv Sihag, AAG, Haryana.

eskk

N.S.Shekhawat J. (Oral)

1. The petitioner has filed the instant petition under Section 439
Cr.PC with a prayer to grant regular bail in case FIR No. 97 dated 20.05.2023
registered under Sections 148,323,452,506 and 307 read with Section 149 IPC
(Section 307 IPC added lateron) Police Station Alewa, District Jind (Annexure
P-1).

2. The FIR in the present case was registered on the basis of the
statement made by Maldeep. As per the complainant on 15.05.2023, Akshay,
Jaiki, Vikram, Reena and Neelam came in front of their house and started
abusing. When he tried to save him, all of them entered the house and started
beating the complainant. As per the complainant, Jaikey hit on his head with a
gundassa and Akshay hit on his wife’s head also with a gundassa, Reena and
Neelam hit his wife and daugher, Nancy with bricks. When the complainant and
the injured raise hue and cry, all the accused fled from the spot.

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the petitioner has
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been falsely involved in the present case. In fact, the petitioner and the
complainant belonged to the same family and now with the intervention of the
relatives and friends, all the dispute between the parties have been resolved.
Learned counsel also referred to affidavit Annexure P-2 to contend that the
parties have no grudge against each other and have entered into a compromise.
4. On the other hand, learned State counsel has vehemently opposed
the prayer made by learned counsel for the petitioner on the ground that the
serious allegations have been levelled against the present petitioner and he does

not deserve the concession of bail.

5. I have heard the learned counsel for the parties and perused the
record.
6. It is the admitted case of the parties that the petitioner was arrested

in the present case on 09.08.2023 and is in custody for the last more than two
months. The challan has already been filed in the present case and the matter
has been amicably resolved between the parties.

7. Without commenting on the merits of the case, the present
petition is allowed. The petitioner is ordered to be released on bail pending
trial on his furnishing bail bonds and surety to the satisfaction of the

concerned trial Court/ Duty Magistrate/Chief Judicial Magistrate.

(N.S.SHEKHAWAT)
20.10.2023 JUDGE
hitesh
Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No

Whether reportable : Yes/No
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