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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-33564-2022 (O&M)
Date of decision: 01.08.2022
Ravi @ Kawaljit Singh and another
...Petitioners
Versus
State of Punjab
...Respondent
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARNARESH SINGH GILL
Present:-  Mr. Kamal Narula, Advocate for the petitioners.
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HARNARESH SINGH GILL, J. (ORAL)

Through the instant petition under Section 438 Cr.P.C., the
petitioners seek anticipatory bail in case FIR No. 41 dated 08.05.2021,
registered under Sections 353, 186, 427, 506, 148 and 149 IPC, at Police
Station Mamdot, District Ferozepur.

Learned counsel for the petitioners submits that the petitioners
have falsely been implicated in the present case; that information was given
through mobile phone by Baljit Singh-Sarpanch of the village that a mob of
the village Karma was gathered to encroach the village land; that there is a
delay of two days in lodging the FIR and that though the petitioners were
specifically named in the FIR, yet no specific injury has been attributed to
him.

I have heard learned counsel for the petitioners and have also

gone through the paper-book.
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As per the prosecution, when the police party reached at the spot,
17 named persons, including the petitioners, and 30/40 unknown persons
armed with baton and bricks were present there and on seeing the police party
they attacked upon the vehicle of the police party. The petitioners along with
other co-accused, armed with deadly weapons, caused hindrance to the police
party in discharge of their official duty and have also taken law in their hands,
if the petitioners are granted the concession of anticipatory bail, it would
encourage such type of anti social elements. Bail petition of co-accused
Madan, has already been dismissed by this Court vide order dated
25.07.2022.

Considering the very nature of the allegations contained in the
FIR, the custodial interrogation of the petitioners is necessary. The petitioners
do not deserve the concession of anticipatory bail.

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