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SAHIL

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-39906-2015
Date of Decision : 07.12.2015

...... PETITIONER

VS

STATE OF PUNJAB @ ... RESPONDENT

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AJAY TEWARI

Present :
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None for the petitioner.

Ms. Amarjit Kaur Khurana, Addl.A.G., Punjab.
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1. Whether Reporters of local papers may be allowed to see the judgment?
2. To be referred to the Reporters or not?
3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest?

AJAY TEWARI J. (Oral)
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On the last date the following order was passed :-

“This is an application for anticipatory bail in case
bearing FIR No. 227 dated 12.11.2015, registered under
Sections 323, 324, 380, 506, 427, 148, 149 IPC at Police
Station Laddowal, Ludhiana, District Ludhiana.

Learned counsel for the petitioner has argued that in the
first place the injury attributed to the present petitioner is not a
serious injury since despite being advised X-ray 15 days ago
no X-ray has been got conducted and secondly, the main
accused Veeru is the cousin of the petitioner and Veeru would
surrender on or before 01.12.2015. Learned Additional
Advocate General has accepted the factual assertions
regarding the injury attributed to the petitioner.

In the circumstances I do not deem it appropriate to
deny the concession of ad-interim anticipatory bail to the
petitioner. In the event of Veeru surrendering before the

investigating officer on or before 01.12.2015, the present
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petitioner would be released on ad-interim anticipatory bail by

him to his satisfaction subject to the conditions as envisaged

under Section 438 (2).
Adjourned to 07.12.2015 to await the report about
whether Veeru, co-accused has surrendered.”

Today learned Additional Advocate General on instructions
from the investigating officer has stated that neither Veeru has
surrendered nor the petitioner has appeared before the Investigating
Officer. Even today none has appeared on behalf of the petitioner even
on second call. In this view of the matter I do not deem it appropriate
to grant the concession of anticipatory bail to the present petitioner.

Petition is dismissed.

Since the main case has been decided, the Criminal

Misc.Application, if any, stands disposed of.

(AJAY TEWARI)
December 07, 2015 JUDGE
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