IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH
ekt
Crl. Misc. No. M-28395 of 2017
Date of Decision:06.10.2017

Gurdial Singh and another ... Petitioners
Vs.
The State of Punjab ... Respondent

CORAM:- HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARI PAL VERMA
Present:-  Mr. Charanjit Singh Bakhshi, Advocate for the petitioners.
Mr. M.S. Nagra, AAG, Punjab.

Mr. Puneet Jindal,Sr. Advocate with Ms. Neha Anand Mahajan,
Advocate for the complainant.
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Hari Pal Verma, J.(Oral)

Prayer in the petition filed under Section 438 Cr.P.C is for grant
of anticipatory bail in FIR No.179 dated 11.07.2017 registered under
Sections 353, 332, 323, 506 and 34 IPC at Police Station Sadar, Ferozepur.

The allegations against the petitioners are that they have caused
injury on the person of complainant Amitabh who was working as Assistant
Security Commissioner, Railway Protection Force.

Learned counsel for the petitioner states that even if it is
accepted that the petitioners have caused injury, the injuries are simple in
nature and on non-vital part of the person of complainant. Petitioner No.1
has also suffered injury for which DDR No.45 dated 17.07.2017 has been
registered. He further states that pursuant to the order dated 11.08.2017, the
petitioners have joined the investigation.

The State Counsel, on instructions from HC Ayub Masih, states
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that the petitioners have joined the investigation and their further custodial
interrogation is not required.

However, Mr. Puneet Jindal, learned senior counsel appearing
for the complainant submits that the petitioners have caused injury to a
Group 'B' Officer and that too in a disciplinary force and, therefore, the
petitioners are not entitled for the benefit of anticipatory bail.

I have heard learned counsel for the parties. There is no dispute
that the petitioners have joined the investigation and as per State Counsel,
custodial interrogation is not required at this stage. The petitioner has also
suffered injury for which it has been pointed out that DDR No.45 was
registered against complainant. Accordingly, the order dated 11.08.2017 is
made absolute.

The petition 1s disposed of.

However, if required, the petitioners shall continue to join
investigation as and when required to do so and shall abide by the terms and
conditions, as laid down under Section 438(2) Cr.P.C.

The observations made hereinabove shall not be construed as

any expression on the merits of the case.

October 06, 2017 ( HARI PAL VERMA )
renu JUDGE
1.  Whether reportable? Yes/No

2. Whether Speaking/ Non Speaking? Yes/No
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