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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRM No.M-35853 0f 2016 (O&M)
Date of decision: 16.01.2017

Gurmeet Kaur and others
...Petitioners

Versus

State of Punjab
...Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE JITENDRA CHAUHAN

Present :  Mr. Baljeet S. Sidhu, Advocate
for the petitioner (s).

Mr. R.S. Nain, AAG, Punjab

Mr. Sarabjit Singh, Advocate
for the complainant.
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JITENDRA CHAUHAN, J. (Oral)

By way of petition under Section 438 of the Code of
Criminal Procedure, the petitioner has sought anticipatory bail in case
FIR No.101, dated 17.09.2015, registered under Sections 307, 365, 341
and 148 of the Indian Penal Code (for the 'the IPC') read with Section 149
IPC and Sections 25 and 27 of the Arms Act at Police Station Jhabal,
District Tarn Taran.

The learned counsel for the petitioners refers to FIR to
contend that no specific roles and injuries have been attributed to the

petitioners. Petitioners have been falsely implicated in the instant case.
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On the other hand, the learned counsel for the complainant
states that on the incitement of the petitioners cousin of the complainant,
namely, Dhanvir was abducted. Subsequent thereto a gun fire injury was
caused to him by co-accused, Dilbag Singh, husband of petitioner No.1
resulting into amputation of right leg of injured-Dhanvir.

The learned State counsel has vehemently opposed the
assertion raised by the learned counsel for the petitioners and prayed for
dismissal of the present petition.

I have heard the learned counsel for the parties and carefully
perused the entire record on file.

Though no specific injuries are attributed to the petitioners,
however, their presence and active participation are specifically come on
record. Therefore, in view of the serious nature of injury; gravity of the
offence and the weapons used in the crime, no case for bail is made out.

Dismissed.

Nothing expressed hereinabove would be taken to be an

opinion on merits of the case.
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