CRM-M-32190-2018 (O&M) -1-

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-32190-2018 (O&M)

Date of Decision:-31.07.2018.
Amarjeet Singh and another

..... Petitioners
Versus
State of Punjab
...... Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE P.B. BAJANTHRI

kokskok

Present: Mr. Ashish Aggarwal, Advocate for the petitioners.

kokskok

P.B. BAJANTHRI, J. (Oral)

In the instant petition, petitioners have sought for anticipatory
bail in case FIR No.47 dated 05.05.2018 under Section 364 IPC registered
at Police Station Ramdass, District Amritsar Rural.

2.) In support of petitioners' prayer, learned counsel for the
petitioners submitted that certain FIRs were registered against the injured
person by the son of the petitioners, namely, Sandeep Singh alias Amanjeet
Singh. There was certain animosity between the petitioners' son and injured
person. It was further submitted that petitioners' names were not reflected
in FIR and it has been taken only with reference to injured person's
statement dated 10.05.2018. It was also submitted that having regard to the
age of the petitioners, they are entitled to relief of anticipatory bail.

3) Heard the learned counsel for the petitioners.

Sandeep Sethi_ 4.) Petitioners had filed anticipatory bail application before the
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Sessions Court and it was rejected on 24.05.2018 while taking into
consideration all the factual aspects of the matter read with the seriousness
of the injury. It was also noticed that allegations against the petitioners
have been made by the injured/victim. In view of these facts and
circumstances and the fact that injury inflicted on the person of injured are
serious in nature, therefore, contention of learned counsel for the
petitioners that petitioners are aged persons and so also enmity between the
petitioners' son and the injured person, cannot be appreciated at this stage.

Thus, petitioners have not made out a case for grant of anticipatory bail.

5.) Accordingly, petition stands dismissed.
(P.B. BAJANTHRI)
JUDGE
July 31, 2018.
sandeep
Whether speaking/reasoned:- Yes / No
Whether Reportable:- Yes / No.
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