Parveen Kumar
2017.11.03 16:39

CRM-M-40192-2017
IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-40192-2017
Date of Decision:02.11.2017

Gurmeet Singh @ Getti Singh

... Petitioner
Versus

State of Punjab

... Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE INDERJIT SINGH

Present: Mr. Sukhdeep Singh Bhinder, Advocate,
for the petitioner.

Mr. K.S.Aulakh, DAG, Punjab.

INDERJIT SINGH, J.

Petitioner-Gurmeet Singh @ Getti Singh has filed this petition
under Section 438 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973 for grant of
anticipatory bail in case FIR No.186 dated 25.08.2017, registered at Police
Station Kotwali Bathinda, under Sections 188, 144, 143, 153-A, 153-B, 436
and 511 of IPC and Sections 3 and 4 of the Prevention of Damage to Public
Property Act.

Notice of motion was issued in this case. Learned State
counsel has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent-State and
contested this petition.

I have heard learned counsel for the petitioner as well as

learned State counsel and have gone through the record.
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From the record, I find that FIR, in the present case, has been
registered on the basis of secret information against co-accused Sunil
Kumar and Rohit Kataria that they were having petrol bottles and other
deadly weapons and their intention was to cause loss of life and property by
committing the fire incident in the city for holding Gurmeet Ram Rahim,
Head of Dera Sirsa, guilty by the Panchkula Court, as done in Panchkula,
Sirsa and other cities of Punjab. It is mentioned in the order dated
28.09.2017 passed by learned Additional Sessions Judge, Bathinda that
petrol bottles, match-box, red chilly powder, iron rod and a motor-cycle
were recovered from Sunil Kumar and Rohit Kataria. As per the
prosecution, the present petitioner is named by the eye-witness in this case.

Keeping in view the facts and circumstances of the present case
and nature and gravity of the offence, I do not find it a fit case where the
petitioner is entitled to the benefit of anticipatory bail.

Therefore, finding no merit in the present petition, the same is

dismissed.
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