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Decided on : 13.08.2015

Pushpa Devi and Others

...Petitioners
Versus

State of Punjab
...Respondent
CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SHEKHER DHAWAN
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Present: Mr. H.S. Dhindsa, Advocate
for the petitioners.

SHEKHER DHAWAN, J.

Petitioners have applied for grant of anticipatory bail in case FIR
No. 67, dated 06.05.2015, under Sections 353/332/186/427/341/149 of the
Indian Penal Code, registered at Police Station Daba, District Ludhiana.

The case of the prosecution is that Janak Raj-AS| was present
for investigation of accidental death of child Kajol. People gathered on the
spot and stopped the parents of the girl child from making any statement.
ACP, Ludhiana alongwith gunman also reached there to obtain the consent
of the parents of the child. Later on, parents alongwith dead body of the
child were taken in a Bolero vehicle bearing registration No. PB-10-DM-
4206. Thereafter, 40-45 persons stopped the vehicle. At that time,
Shankar and Fatma were throwing bricks and the vehicle being used by the
police officials was damaged and the incident resulted into injuries to two
police officials.

Learned counsel for the petitioners took the plea that prosecution
story is false. The petitioners, namely, Pushpa Devi, Sanoj Shah and Shiv
Shankar, are ready to join the investigation. So, they be released on
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anticipatory bail.

Learned State counsel has opposed the application for
anticipatory bail on the ground that allegations against the petitioners are
serious in nature and custodial investigation is required. Hence, ball
application be dismissed.

Having considered the rival submissions, present case does not
call for release of the petitioners on anticipatory bail, as they had taken the
course of law in their own hands and two police officials were injured. Even
the property belonging to police i.e. vehicle was damaged by the
petitioners.

In view of above, no ground for grant of anticipatory bail to the
petitioners is made out.

Petition dismissed.

August 13, 2015 ( SHEKHER DHAWAN )
‘dk kamra' JUDGE
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