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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA' " document

AT CHANDIGARH
Sr. No.214 CRM-M-2237 of 2019 (O&M)
DECIDED ON: January 23, 2019
DEEPAK KUMAR
+PETITIONER
VERSUS
STATE OF PUNJAB
..RESPONDENT

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SUDHIR MITTAL

Present: Mr. Ritesh Pandey, Advocate, for the petitioner.
Mr. Kirat Singh Sidhu, DAG, Punjab.
Mr. Gagandeep Singh Simble, Advocate, for the complainant.

Aoskeskokosk

SUDHIR MITTAL, J. (ORAL)

CRM No.2600 of 2019

This is an application for placing on record R-1 to R-3.

Notice of motion.

Mr. Ritesh Pandey, Advocate accepts the notice on behalf of
the petitioner. Mr. Kirat Singh Sidhu, DAG, Punjab accepts the notice on
behalf of State of Punjab. A copy of the application has been supplied to
learned State counsel in Court.

Counsel for the respondents have no objection in case the same
is allowed.

Thus, application is allowed subject to all just exceptions and

annexures R-1 to R-3 are taken on record.



Ankur Goyal
2019.01.24 09:35
| attest to the accuracy and

CRM-M-2237-2019 authenticlty of this gocument
Main Case

Status report dated 23.01.2019 has been filed by learned State
counsel today in Court. The same is taken on record. A copy thereof has
been supplied to learned counsel for the petitioner.

According to the aforementioned status report, the DDR
version is also correct. It has been found after investigation that the
petitioner also attacked the complainant in the DDR version and he
sustained a grievous injury.

Learned counsel for the complainant has referred to report
dated 13.11.2018 submitted by Deputy Superintendent of Police, District
Batala, in which, it has been recorded that the petitioner was the aggressor
and that he had inflicted injuries upon the complainant. It is also submitted
that subsequently also the petitioner has threatened the complainant and his
family members as is evident from the photographs Annexures R-3.

In view of aforementioned submissions, I am of the opinion,
the petitioner does not deserve the concession of anticipatory bail.

The petition is accordingly dismissed.

January 23, 2019 (SUDHIR MITTAL)
Ankur JUDGE
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