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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH
CRM-M-23101 of 2017
Date of decision: July 19, 2017
Labh Singh and another
...... Petitioners
Versus
State of Punjab
..... Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE A.B. CHAUDHARI
Present: Mr. Mohd. Salim, Advocate the petitioners.
Mr. Ramandeep Sandhu, Sr. DAG Punjab.

Mr. P.S. Sekhon, Advocate for the complainant.

fhkk

A.B. CHAUDHARYI, J (Oral)

Heard learned counsel for the rival parties.

Petitioner seeks grant of anticipatory bail in FIR No.130
dated 24.10.2016, under Sections 302, 341, 34 of Indian Penal Code,
1860 and Sections 25, 27, 54, 59 of Arms Act, 1959, registered at
Police Station Moonak, District Sangrur. This Court had made an
order dated 04.07.2017 granting ad interim anticipatory bail to the
petitioner.

Pursuant to the order made by learned trial Court, under
Section 193 of Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973, the petitioners were
summoned. This Court had made an interim order dated 04.07.2017
granting ad interim anticipatory bail to the petitioners.

Learned counsel for the complainant fervently states to this

Court that the petitioners having threatening the witnesses.
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Looking to the fact that the petitioners were asked to
appear before the trial Court as accused at a later stage, I am inclined
to confirm ad interim order dated 04.07.2017. However, petitioners are
directed not to tamper with the prosecution witnesses or threatening
the victim or any other person. If it is found that the petitioners indulge
in such activities, liberty is reserved in favour of the concerned police
officer to apply for revocation of this order granting anticipatory bail
to the petitioners.

In that view of the matter, interim order dated 04.07.2017
granting ad interim anticipatory bail to the petitioners, is made
absolute. Petitioners are directed not to tamper with the prosecution
witnesses or threatening the victim or any other person. If it is found
that the petitioners indulge in such activities, liberty is reserved in
favour of the concerned police officer to apply for revocation of this
order granting anticipatory bail to the petitioners.

Petition stands disposed of, accordingly.

(A.B. CHAUDHARI)
JUDGE
July 19, 2017

mahavir
Whether speaking/ reasoned: Yes/No

Whether Reportable: Yes/No

Mahavir Singh

2017.07.25 11:27

| attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this document
Chandigarh



