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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

Crl. Misc. No.M-25937 of 2015
Date of decision : 18.08.2015

Gurlal Singh
...... Petitioner(s)

Versus
State of Punjab
...Respondent(s)
CORAM: HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE ANITA CHAUDHRY
Present: Mr. B.P.S. Virk, Advocate
for the petitioner.
Mr. V.P.S. Sidhu, AAG, Punjab.

Mr. A.P.S. Mann, Advocate
for the complainant.
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ANITA CHAUDHRY, J.

The petitioner is seeking anticipatory bail in FIR
No0.199 dated 31.07.2014, registered under Sections 302,
307, 326, 325, 324, 323, 341, 506, 148, 149 IPC, Police
Station Sadar Samana, District Patiala.

Heard.

The counsel for the petitioner contends that they
were two persons by the name of Gurlal who were named in
the FIR and it was Gurlal son of Hardev Singh who had

caused the injuries and not the petitioner. He urges that the

| attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this document

Chandigarh



SUNIL SEHGAL
2015.08.19 16:42

Crl. Misc. No.M-25937 of 2015 2

petitioner was initially challaned but the mother of the
petitioner moved an application seeking investigation and
the police moved an application and the petitioner was
discharged and the Court had accepted the discharge but
later on an application filed under Section 319 Cr.P.C., the
petitioner was summoned and they have challenged the
order and notice had been issued. Reference has been made
to the order of this Court in Bajinder Singh and another
Vs. State of Punjab in CRM-M-13285-2015, decided on
23.07.2015.

The counsel appearing for the complainant has
opposed the prayer and urges that the co-ordinate Bench
while entertaining the petition had ordered the petitioner to
submit to the jurisdiction of the trial Court and make an
appropriate prayer for bail but the petitioner has approached
this Court. He states that some more accused had also
challenged the order and same orders were passed and they
have later surrendered.

The State counsel submits that the injury caused
on the head was by Gurlal petitioner and not by the other
Gurlal. He also states that the petitioner was summoned but
he failed to appear and was declared proclaimed offender on

03.07.2015.
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Despite directions issued by the co-ordinate
Bench, the petitioner had failed to appear before the Court
below. The petitioner has been declared proclaimed
offender. The injury on the head is attributed to the
petitioner. No case for anticipatory bail is made out.

The petition is dismissed.

18.08.2015 (ANITA CHAUDHRY)
sunil JUDGE
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