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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-6896-2022 (O&M)
Date of decision: 17.05.2022

Jaspreet Singh @ Jassi
...Petitioner
Versus

State of Punjab
..... Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARNARESH SINGH GILL

Present:-  Mr. P.S. Chahal, Advocate and
Mr. Naveen Sharma, Advocate for the petitioner.

Mr. Harbir Sandhu, AAG Punjab.

*kdk

HARNARESH SINGH GILL, J. (ORAL)

Through this petition, the petitioner seeks anticipatory bail in
case bearing FIR No.131 dated 11.09.2021, registered under Sections 307,
323, 427, 148, 149 IPC and Section 25, 27 of the Arms Act, at Police Station
Dayalpura, District Bathinda, Punjab.

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that no specific injury
has been attributed to the petitioner and that Section 307 IPC has been added
only to make the offence non-bailable. He further submits that as per MLR
No.10/HS/BBK/2021 dated 10.09.2021 pertaining to Ranjit Kaur, the
concerned Doctor has specifically opined that all the 04 injuries on her person
were blunt and recommended X-ray and that DBL riffle could not cause blunt
injuries.

The status report filed on behalf of the respondent-State is

already on record.
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Learned State counsel submits that as per the status report, there
were as many as four injuries on the person of the complainant and it was the
petitioner who was armed with deadly weapon i.e. DBBL gun of his father
and had fired gun shots towards the complainant party with an intention to
kill them.

I have heard the learned counsel for the parties and have also
gone through paper-book.

There are serious allegations against the petitioner that he was
armed with DBBL gun of his father and had fired gun shots upon the
complainant party with intention to kill them, whereupon the complainant had
received as many as four injuries.

Considering the very nature of the allegations contained in the
FIR, the custodial interrogation of the petitioner is a must. Hence, the
petitioner does not deserve the concession of anticipatory bail.

In view of the above, the present petition is dismissed.

(HARNARESH SINGH GILL)
JUDGE
17.05.2022

Mangal Singh

Whether reasoned/speaking? Yes/No
Whether reportable? Yes/No
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