204/A.
IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-30216-2017
Date of decision:02.11.2017.

MANINDER SINGH @ MANINDERIJIT SINGH @ MINDI
... Petitioner
Versus

STATE OF PUNJAB .... Respondent

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE HARI PAL VERMA

Present:  Mr. Naveen Sharma, Advocate,
for the petitioner.

Mr. M.S. Nagra, AAG, Punjab.

HARI PAL VERMA, J.(Oral

Prayer in this petition filed under Section 438 Cr.P.C. is for
grant of anticipatory bail to the petitioner in case FIR No.52 dated
12.05.2017 under Sections 326/341/34 1PC, registered at Police Station
City Rampura, District Bathinda.

Though initially the FIR was registered under Section 326
IPC, but the said Section was deleted vide DDR No.40 dated
15.05.2017 and Section 325 IPC was added. Lateron the offences under
Section 307 IPC and Ssections 25/27 of Arms Act, were also added in
the FIR.

Learned counsel for the petitioner states that the injury

attributed to the petitioner is not dangerous to life and the same is on

Sanjeev Kumar
2017.11.03 16:17

| attest to the accuracy and
integrity of this document



CRM-M-30216-2017 -2-

non-vital part of the injured. He further states that during the pendency
of present petition, the matter has been compromised between the
parties.

On the other hand, learned State counsel, on instructions
from ASI Sukhpal Singh, states that the petitioner has caused injury to
Pargat Singh which hit on the ankle of the injured.

I have heard learned counsel for the parties.

So far as the plea of the counsel for the petitioner that the
compromise has been entered into between the parties, the same cannot
be a ground for anticipatory bail, particularly when the injury is with a
gunshot on the injured.

Considering the fact that the petitioner has caused a gun
shot injury on the ankle of injured, no case for grant of anticipatory bail
to the petitioner is made out. Accordingly, present petition stands
dismissed.

The observations made hereinabove shall not be construed
as an expression on the merits of the case and the trial court shall

decide the case on the basis of available material.

(HARI PAL VERMA)
JUDGE
02.11.2017
sanjeev
Whether speaking/reasoned Yes/No.
Whether Reportable: Yes/No.
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