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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH.

Date of Decision: August 31, 2015.

1) CRM-M-19974 of 2015

JASWINDER SINGH @ JAJJT e, PETITIONER
VERSUS

STATE OFPUNJAB ... RESPONDENT

Q) CRM-M-20293 of 2015

AJAYPALSINGH s PETITIONER
VERSUS

STATEOFPUNJAB . RESPONDENT

A3) CRM-M-25907 OF 2015

KHUSHPREETSINGH . PETITIONER
VERSUS

STATEOFPUNJAB . RESPONDENT

CORAM:- HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE M.M.S.BEDI

Present: Mr.Atul Goyal,Advocate
for the petitioner(in CRM-M-19974-2015)
Mr.H.S.Dhindsa, Advocate
for the petitioner (in CRM-M-20293-2015)
Ms.Promila Nain, Advocate
for the petitioner(in CRM-M-25907 of 2015)

Ms.Harpreet K. Athwal,DAG, Punjab

Mr.P.S.Dhanoa, Advocate
for the complainant
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M.M.S.BEDI, J.(Oral)

This order will dispose of three bail petitions
TARLOCHAN SINGH GILL
2015.09.04 12:45

I attest to the accuracy and
integrity of this document
HIGH COURT CHANDIGARH
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(1) CRM-M-19974 of 2015 filed by Jaswinder Singh @ Jajji, (2) CRM-M-
20293 of 2015 filed by Ajay Pal Singh and (3) CRM-M-25907 of 2015 filed
by Khushpreet Singh in a case which was registered at the instance of
Sanjeev Kumar Jindal alleging that the petitioners constituted an unlawful
assembly and had accompanied Sonu to cause injury on the person of
complainant as well as his brother. Sonu and others had assaulted the
complainant armed with kirpan and sticks. So far as the petitioners are
concerned, they are not named in the FIR but involved in the case on the
basis of supplementary statements of the complainant, CCTV footage
indicating that the petitioners arrived on the spot on motorcycle. Ajaypal
Singh was seen carrying baseball bat whereas Khushpreet Singh was
allegedly armed with kirpan. Though Ajay Pal Singh is carrying baseball
bat but no specific injury has been attributed to him. Co-accused of the
petitioners have been granted the concession of regular bail.

Counsel for the complainant has opposed the applications
stating that there are serious allegations against the petitioners and they are
specifically named in the FIR.

I have heard learned counsel for the petitioners and learned
counsel for the complainant and learned State counsel. Without expression
of any opinion on merits and for the reasons mentioned herein above, all
three bail applications of the petitioners are allowed. Petitioners are ordered
to be released on bail on their furnishing bail bonds/surety bonds to the
satisfaction of the CJM, Ludhiana.

( M.M.S.BEDI)
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