IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA,
AT CHANDIGARH
216
CRM-M-55426 of 2019 (O&M)
Date of decision : 03.02.2020

Sukhwinder Singh @ Dofli
... Petitioner
Versus
State of Punjab
.. Respondents

CORAM : HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE RAMENDRA JAIN

Present :  Mr.S.S.Brar, Advocate
for the petitioner.
Mr.Pawan Sharda, Sr.DAG, Punjab.
Mr.Gopal Singh Nahel, Advocate for the complainant.

Ramendra Jain, J. (Oral)

Memo of appearance filed on behalf of the complainant in the
Court today, is taken on record. Be tagged at the appropriate place.

CRM No.466 of 2020

Application is allowed and copy of MLR and the copy of
Challan Annexures P-4 and P-5 are taken on record.

CRM M-55426 of 2019

Through instant 1% petition under Section 438 Cr.P.C., prayer
has been made for grant of anticipatory bail to the petitioner in case FIR
No.83 dated 19.05.2019 under Sections 307, 324, 323, 341, 506, 148, 149
of Indian Penal Code, 1860 and Section 326 IPC added later on,
registered at Police Station Sadar Sangrur District Sangrur.

According to the prosecution, petitioner along with his
accomplice attacked the complainant party. They caused multiple, simple
and grievous injuries. The role attributed to the petitioner is raising of a
'lalkara’ not to spare the complainant party and giving a iron blow on the

head of Harbans Singh.
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CRM-M-55426 of 2019 (O&M) 2]

Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that petitioner has
falsely been implicated in this case. Injury attributed to the petitioner has
been found simple in nature. Final report under Section 173(2) Cr.P.C. has
been filed. Therefore, the petitioner is not required for any further custodial
interrogation.

On the contrary to it, learned State counsel assisted by learned
counsel for the complainant, refuting the above said submissions contends
that the petitioner is involved in 20 more cases of heinous nature. Recovery
of arm has to be effected from him. Therefore, he is required for custodial
interrogation.

Considering overall facts and circumstances, the petitioner does

not deserve concession of anticipatory bail.

Dismissed.
[ RAMENDRA JAIN |
JUDGE
03.02.2020
sd
Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No

Whether Reportable : Yes/No
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