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 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-32561-2025

Date of Decision:09.07.2025

PARVEEN KUMAR SHARMA 

…PETITIONER

VS.

STATE OF HARYANA                 

         …RESPONDENT

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

Present : Mr. Manoj Chahal, Advocate 
for the petitioner.

Mr. Rupinder Singh Jhand, Addl. A.G., Haryana. 

*** 

N.S.Shekhawat J. (Oral)

1. The petitioner has filed the  present petition under Section  483 of

BNSS, 2023 with a prayer to grant regular bail to him in case FIR No.06 dated

12.03.2025,  registered  under Sections 7, 7A, 13(1)(b), 13(2) of P.C. Act read

with 215 of BNS, Police Station ACB, Hisar.

2. The  FIR in  the  present  case  was  registered on the basis  of  the

statement made by Pooja daughter of Sh. Kurda Ram and the same has been

reproduced below:-

“To, The Inspector, Anti Corruption Bureau, Hisar, Sir, It is

requested that I, Pooja daughter of Sh. Kurdaram, am a permanent

resident of village Sahnewala, Tehsil Tosham, District Bhiwani. I

joined  the  job  as  Female  Supervisor  in  the  Women  and  Child

Development Department, Bhiwani on 30.11.2024. I have a Citizen
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NPS account. My department has sent my Citizen NPS account to

the Treasury Bhiwani to convert it to a Government Employee NPS

account.  Due  to  non-creation  of  a  Government  Employee  NPS

account, my salary for the months of January and February 2025

is  pending.  I  met  Praveen,  an  employee of  the  Treasury  Office

Bhiwani,  to  get  my  Citizen  NPS  account  converted  to  a

Government  Employee  NPS account.  Praveen  told  me  to  go  to

Pawan Kumar, Vashishtha CSC Centre Bhiwani, give him Rs. 700

and your work will  be done.  After  this,  when I  told this to  the

employees posted with me, Charan Singh, Clerk, Rambilas, Clerk,

they said that you talk to Praveen and get our NPS account also

changed. After this I  talked to Praveen who told me to give Rs.

2500 for all three to Pawan CSC Centre. Praveen Treasury Office

Bhiwani is demanding Rs. 2500 from us as bribe through Pawan,

CSC  operator.  We  do  not  want  to  give  Rs.  2500  as  bribe  to

Praveen, an employee of Treasury Office, Bhiwani through Pawan

CSC  operator.  If  we  do  not  give  Rs.  2500  to  Praveen,  our

Government Employee NPS account will not be created and our

salary will not come in the account. Legal action be taken against

Praveen,  Treasury  Office,  Bhiwani  and  Pawan,  Vashishth  CSC

operator, Bhiwani as per rules”.

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that in the present case,

he has been falsely involved by concocted a story. In fact the petitioner had

neither demanded nor accepted any bribe and it has been falsely alleged that

Pawan Kumar, brother of the petitioner had allegedly accepted an amount of

Rs.25,00/- as bribe from Pooja. The petitioner was arrested in the present case

on 12.03.2025 and challan has already been presented against him. He further

submits that out of  32 witnesses,  no witness has been examined so far.  He

further contends that the petitioner is a Government servant and there are no

chances of fleeing from the process of justice. Moreover, the case is based on
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the  testimony  of  the  complainant  and  certain  official  witnesses.  Thus,  the

petitioner may not be in a position to influence the witnesses 

4. On the other hand, learned State counsel has vehemently opposed

the submissions made by learned counsel for the petitioner on the ground that

serious allegations have been levelled against the present petitioner and he is

the main accused and he does not deserve the concession of bail by this Court.

However,  he  admits  that  the  petitioner  is  a  first  offender  and  was  never

involved in any other crime.

5. I have heard the learned counsel for the parties and perused the

record carefully.

6. In the present case, the petitioner is stated to be in custody for the

last four months and the investigation has been completed. Now, the case is

listed today for framing of charge and the trial is not likely to conclude in near

future.  Thus,  the further  custody of the petitioner will  not  serve any useful

purpose.    

7. Without commenting on the merits of the case, the present petition

is allowed and the petitioner is ordered to be released on bail subject to his

furnishing bail bonds/surety bonds to the satisfaction of the trial  Court/Duty

Magistrate/Chief Judicial Magistrate, concerned.

09.07.2025     (N.S. SHEKHAWAT)
vipin       JUDGE

Whether reasoned/speaking    : Yes/No
  Whether reportable          :           Yes/No
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