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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-44143-2019
Date of decision-23.10.2019

Kashmir Singh @ Raja ....Petitioner
Vs.
State of Punjab ...Respondent

CORAM:- HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE MANOJ BAJAJ

Present: Mr. V.K.Kaushal, Advocate for the petitioner.
Mr. Kirat Singh Sidhu, DAG, Punjab.

Hkskk

MANOJ BAJAJ, J.

Petitioner-Kashmir Singh @ Raja has filed this petition under
Section 438 Cr.P.C for grant of anticipatory bail in case FIR No.127 dated
06.06.2019 registered under Sections 307 and 148 read with Section 149 of
Indian Penal Code (Sections 452, 323 IPC added later on) and Section 25 of
Arms Act, 1959 at Police Station Beas, District Amritsar Rural, Amritsar.

The FIR was registered on the statement of complainant,
namely, Gurpreet Singh wherein it was alleged that on 05.06.2019, when he
along with his wife was present at his in-laws house, then Ajju, Tarlochan
Singh, Dilbagh Singh, Jaswinder Singh, Mony and 5-6 other unknown
persons who were armed with revolver and pistols came in two cars. They
forcibly entered the house and inquired about complainant's father-in-law,

who was not present at the house. When complainant and his brother-in-law
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protested, then they gave pistol blow on complainant's head. Then Raja fired
in the air in front of the house of the complainant's in-laws and ran away. On
these broad allegations, FIR was registered.

Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that the petitioner
has been falsely implicated in the present case. He further invited the
attention of the Court to compromise (Annexure P-3) arrived at between the
complainant and all accused persons including the petitioner.

On the other hand, learned State counsel has opposed the prayer
on the ground that the petitioner is named in the FIR who was armed with
revolver and fired in the air.

Considering the nature of offence, no significance can be
attached to the compromise, therefore, this Court does not find any valid

reason for grant of extra ordinary concession of pre-arrest bail to the

petitioner.
Resultantly, the petition is dismissed.
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