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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRM-M No. 22801 of 2015 (O&M)
Date of decision: 17.07.2015.
Rashidan and another .. Petitioners.
Versus

State of Haryana . Respondent.

CORAM: HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE NAVITA SINGH
Present:-  Mr. Sarfraj Hussain, Advocate, for the petitioners.
Ms. Tanushree Gupta, DAG, Haryana, for the respondent.

NAVITA SINGH, J. (ORAL)

Notice of motion.
State counsel, who is present in Court, accepts notice on behalf
of the respondent.
The present case was registered on the complaint of ASI
Shyam Singh, on 17.10.2014, that when he along with other police officials
raided the hills in village Luhinga Khurd there were many persons found
illegally excavating the stones by making explosion in utter violation of the
orders of Hon'ble the Supreme Court of India. Stones were being loaded in
dumpers, numbers of which were given in the FIR. On seeing the police
party, those persons put the vehicles in motion and fled away. They tried to
run over the police officials under the tyres of one of the dumpers. Few of
the vehicles were taken in possession and a large number of persons also

attacked the police party and seriously injured them. One of the officials
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also lost his eye.

Counsel for the petitioners submits that the petitioners were
falsely implicated and were named in the FIR on the asking of some other
persons. They are housewives and are not involved in any kind of illegal
mining or alleged assault made on the police officials.

Another amusing argument advanced by counsel for the
petitioners is that there was no video recording of the occurrence.

It is not understandable and is rather beyond comprehension as
to how the police could make video recording when they were being
assaulted by a large number of people. The petitioners are categorically
named in the FIR along with other assailants.

In the given facts and circumstances, no ground for grant of
anticipatory bail is made out.

Dismissed.

(NAVITA SINGH)
JUDGE

17.07.2015

Ramesh

RAMESH KUMAR MALIK

2015.07.21 15:44

I attest to the accuracy and

integrity of this docum
High Court Chandigarh

ent



