CRM No. M-40704 of 2015 (O&M) 1

Sr. No.210
IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH
CRM No. M-40704 of 2015 (O&M)
Date of decision: 18.01.2016

Jasbir Singh @Jassa and another
...Petitioners

Versus

State of Punjab
...Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE TEJINDER SINGH DHINDSA

Present: Mr. Amit Arora, Advocate,
for the petitioners.

Ms. Anmol Grewal, Assistant Advocate General, Punjab.
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TEJINDER SINGH DHINDSA, J. (ORAL)

Petitioners seek the concession of pre-arrest bail in case
FIR No.201 dated 04.09.2014, under Sections
323/326/336/427/447/148/149 of the Indian Penal Code, registered
at Police Station Sadar Tarn Taran, District Tarn Taran.

FIR in question came to be registered in pursuance to the
application having been filed by Sukhdev Singh and Amritpal Singh
under Section 156(3) Cr.P.C. relating to an occurrence dated
01.07.2014. Allegations are against the present two petitioners as
also Sarwinder Singh @ Bittu, Sewa Singh, Amarjit Singh and an
unidentified person.

There are specific allegations against present petitioner
No.1, namely, Jasbir Singh of having given a kirpan blow upon

Sukhdev Singh. Insofar as petitioner No.2 is concerned, he is
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alleged to have given a kirpan blow upon the head of Amritpal Singh
which hit on the left side of his forehead and thereafter a second
blow with a kirpan which hit on the biceps of the right arm.

It so transpires that initially the injuries had been opined
to be simple in nature but thereafter an application having been filed
under Section 156(3) Cr.P.C. a board of doctors was constituted and
wherein the injuries suffered by Sukhdev Singh have been opined to
be grievous in nature.

There are specific injuries attributed to the present
petitioners. Till date none of the co-accused have been arrested
Even the present petitioners have been evading the process of law
since the date of alleged incident i.e. 01.07.2014. The State counsel
would even apprise the Court that PO proceedings have already
been initiated against the present petitioners.

Under such circumstances, the petitioners are not entitled
to the concession of anticipatory bail.

Petition is dismissed.

January 18, 2016 (TEJINDER SINGH DHINDSA)
Vandana JUDGE
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