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                      In the court of  Shri Hira Singh Gill 
                          Addl. Seesions Judge,Jalandhar.
                                             UID No (PB0153)

B.A. No.2998/2019
Filing No.8245/2019
CNR No.PBJL01-015892-2019
Date of Filing:18.7.2019
Date of Order: 25.7.2019.

Sachin @ Sachin Kapoor @ Sachu  aged about 20 years son of
Parveen Kumar, R/o Zaildhara Di Patti, Dhaliwal Bet, Kapurthala.

…..Accused/applicant
Versus

State of Punjab

FIR No.172 dated 17.7.2018
U/s 379,413,414,411 IPC                           
P.S. Division No.6,Jalandhar.

[ Application for Bail U/s 438 of Cr.P.C.]

Present: Shri A.K. Gupta, Adv. Counsel for accused/applicant
Shri A.S. Dhami.PP for the State.                

ORDER:

1.  Bail application of accused/applicant under section 438

CrPC is considered.

2.  Accused/applicant  is  apprehending  his  arrest  for  the

offence under section  379,413,414,411 IPC   

3. The case of the prosecution is that accused/applicant is

habitual in receiving the stolen property. It has been specifically come in

the investigation that non accused/applicant used to sell the laptop to him.

Hira Singh Gill
Addl. Sessions Judge, Jalandhar
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One laptop was recovered from non accused/applicant and other laptops

were sold to the accused/applicant.

4.  The case of the accused/applicant is that  stolen laptop

has  been  recovered  from  the  non  accused/applicant.  The

accused/applicant  has  been  falsely  implicated.  A false  case  has  been

imposed.

5. While,  on  the  other  hand,  learned  PP  for  the  State

contested  the bail  application  by submitting  that  recovery  is  yet  to be

effected. The accused/applicant is habitual in receiving the stolen laptop.

6. I have considered the rival submissions.

7. There  is  a  prima  facie  allegation  against  the

accused/applicant that he is habitual in receiving the stolen laptop. The

recovery  is  yet  to  be  effected.  The  accused/applicant  is  said   to  be

working in a Ahata. Keeping in view the gravity of the offence and nature

of the allegation, an exceptional case for  granting the pre arrest bail to

accused/  applicant  is  not  made  out.  Therefore,  the  bail  application  of

accused/applicant  is  dismissed.  Bail  application  file  be consigned to the

record-room.

Pronounced in open court.       (Hira Singh Gill)
Dt 25.7.2019.    Addl. Sessions Judge,

Jalandhar. UID No (PB0153)

Sukhwinder Singh

Hira Singh Gill
Addl. Sessions Judge, Jalandhar
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CNR No.PBJL01-015892-2019

Present: Shri A.K. Gupta, Adv. Counsel for accused/applicant
Shri A.S. Dhami.PP for the State.   

                  Arguments heard.  Vide my separate detailed order of even,

date,  the bail  application  has  been dismissed  as  detailed  therein.   Bail

application  file be consigned to the record-room.

Pronounced in open court.       (Hira Singh Gill)
Dt.25.7.2019.   Addl. Sessions Judge,

Jalandhar.UID No (PB0153)

Sukhwinder Singh

Hira Singh Gill
Addl. Sessions Judge, Jalandhar
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