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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-30571-2017 (O&M)
Date of decision: -7.9.2017

Sammu Petitioner
versus

State of Haryapa ... Respondent

CORAM: - HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ARVIND SINGH SANGWAN

Present: -  Mr. Saleem Ahmed, Advocate for the petitioner.

Mr. Naveen Kaushik, Addl. AG, Haryana.

ARVIND SINGH SANGWAN, J (ORAL)

Prayer in the present petition filed under Section 438 Cr. P.C. for
grant of anticipatory bail in case FIR No. 124 dated 10.3.2017 under Section
5/13 (2) of The Haryana Gauvansh Sanrakshan And Gausamvardhan Act, 2015,
registered at Police Station Nuh, District Nuh.

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that on the basis of a
secret information, FIR was registered against seven persons including the
present petitioner with the allegation that accused persons are taking cows and
oxen to the forest of the village and if a raid is conducted, accused persons can be
arrested. He further submits that as per the allegations in the FIR, when the
raiding party reached at the place, the accused persons were seen to pulling the
oxen on the ground and on seeing the government vehicle, all of them ran away

and as such the present petitioner has been falsely implicated.
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On the other hand, learned State counsel, on instructions from ASI,
Tara Chand, submits that secret information was reduced in writing and on the
basis of the same, raiding party was conducted and at the spot four animals, some
weapons i.e. axe and knife etc., were recovered. Later on, two of the co-accused,
Lallu son of Deena and Chora son of Mohru were arrested and on their disclosure
statement name of the petitioner has again come and accordingly, the prayer of
the petitioner for bail has been opposed on the ground that since the petitioner is
specifically named in the FIR on the basis of secret information, recovery of oxen
and weapons have been effected.

After hearing learned counsel for both the parties, I find no ground
for grant of anticipatory bail to the petitioner.

Dismissed.

(ARVIND SINGH SANGWAN)
7.9.2017 JUDGE
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