IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-24642-2015
Date of decision : 17.08.2015

Rajender and others
...... Petitioner(s)

Versus
State of Haryana
...Respondent(s)
CORAM: HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE ANITA CHAUDHRY
Present: Mr. A.D.S. Jattana, Advocate
for the petitioners.
Mr. Amrik Narwal, DAG, Haryana.

ANITA CHAUDHRY, J(ORAL)

The petitioners are seeking anticipatory bail in FIR No.210
dated 18.06.2015 registered under Sections
332/353/323/186/148/149/427 IPC at Police Station Sadar Jind.

Learned counsel for the petitioners contends that the
accused Mahinder Singh was arrested on 19.06.2015 but his arrest was
not shown. It was urged that Lucknow Police had come to arrest the
accused but later the arrest of the accused was shown from Uttar
Pradesh, on the next day and it was a false case. It was urged that the
petitioners have already joined the investigation and no recovery is to
be effected.

Learned State counsel submits that Mahinder Singh was
wanted in case of theft in a train and the police from Lucknow had come
to arrest him at his village and the family started pelting stones at the

police party and they try to resist the arrest and seven police officials
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were injured and the petitioners had obstructed in the official work. It
was also urged that the police party could move out of the village only
with the help of additional police force.
Learned State counsel had shown the copies of the MLRs.
Mahinder Singh had been arrested on 19.06.2015 at 10.30
AM as per Annexure P-2. The police party had gone to the village the
previous day to arrest him. The allegations are that the petitioners
attacked the police party and pelted stones and injured seven of them.
Considering the allegations, no case for anticipatory bail is
made out. The petitioners had not only obstructed in the work but also
took law in their hands. They are not entitled to the discretionary relief of
anticipatory bail.

Accordingly, the petition is dismissed.

August 17, 2015 ( ANITA CHAUDHRY)
ps-1 JUDGE
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