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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-No0.36971 of 2016
Date of decision: 09.11.2016

Sandeep Singh ----Petitioner(s)

V/s
State of Punjab e Respondent(s)

CORAM:- HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARI PAL VERMA

Present:-  Mr.P.S. Sekhon, Advocate for the petitioner.
Mr.Gurinderjit Singh, DAG, Punjab.

HARI PAL VERMA, J. (Oral)

Prayer made in the present petition filed under Section 438
Cr.P.C. is for grant of anticipatory bail to the petitioner in case FIR No.89,
dated 05.09.2016, for offence punishable under Sections 307, 353, 332,
186, 427 and 34 IPC, registered at Police Station Sadar Nabha District-
Patiala.

Learned counsel for the petitioner has argued that no offence
under Section 307 is made out against the petitioner and the allegation
made in the FIR is false. The petitioner is not involved in the case and at
the time of alleged incident, he was not present rather, the police party has
falsely implicated him in the case.

On the other hand, learned counsel for the State, on
instructions from ASI-Inderjeet Singh submits that on 03.09.2016 as per
the order of SSP, Patiala, police officials were holding Naka on canal
bridge Galwati for checking of the vehicles strictly coming from the
Malerkotla side. At about 10.15 A.M. a white car bearing registration
No.DL-1-YD-5358 driven by the accused-petitioner came from the

Malerkotla side and was signaled to stop. However, on noticing the signal
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given by ASI Jagdish Singh, the petitioner who was driving the car, had
driven the same towards the police party on duty with high speed with
intention to kill them.

Learned State counsel has also shown the videography of the
said incident and the manner in which the petitioner has tried to injure the
police party.

The allegations which are substantiated by the videography
shown to this Court does not entitle him for manticipatory bail.

Therefore, this Court finds that the petitioner does not deserve

to be admitted on anticipatory bail.

Dismissed.
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