Amardeep Singh alias Pannu Vs. State of Pb.

CNR no.PBJL03-019039-2018
BA-2794/2018

FIR no.138 dated 28.05.2018
Under section 379/411 1PC

Police Station Div.no.8, Jalandhar.

Amardeep Singh alias Pannu Vs. State of Punjab

Present: Sh. Rajesh Verma, Advocate for accused/applicant Amardeep
Singh alias Pannu
Sh. Amandeep Singh, APP for the state
Record of the bail application not produced by the SHO/IO
rather on the summons to produce record it is reported that the
Investigating Officer ASI Narinder Mohan is on leave so, record cannot
be produced. From the perusal of the case file, it transpires that the
accused Amardeep Singh had surrendered in the Court on 26.06.2018 and
since then he is in custody. From the perusal of the FIR placed on record,
it transpires that the accused has been charge sheeted for the offence
punishable under Section 379, 411 IPC and even on the summons dated
04.07.2018 it is reported that FIR no.138/2018 was registered for offence
punishable under Section 379, 411 IPC. So, this Court is inclined dispose
of the bail application even if, the record has not been produced in the
Court.
Learned counsel for accused/applicant has submitted that
accused/applicant is innocent and has been falsely implicated in the

present case and has not committed any such offence and has falsely been
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named by the police to save the real accused. It is further submitted that
the accused/applicant wants to surrender himself today in the court in
order to save himself from the illegal harassment at the hands of police.
He further submitted that the accused/applicant undertake to abide by the
terms and conditions to be imposed by this court if the accused/applicant
be released on bail.

On notice being served learned APP for the state has opposed
the bail application on the ground that the accused/applicant has been
apprehended for commission of offence punishable under section 379/411
IPC and releasing the accused on bail, shall hamper the trial. As such, he
prayed that the accused/applicant do not deserve the concession of bail.

I have considered the contradictory versions of contesting
parties and have deliberated over the arguments advanced in the light of
circumstances and submissions made.

Perusal of the case file reveals that accused/applicant has been
arrested in the present case for commission of offence punishable under
section 379/411 IPC. Conclusion of trial will take sufficient long time. No
useful purpose would be served by keeping the accused/applicant behind
the bars. Keeping in view the above discussion, accused/applicant
Amardeep Singh alias Pannu is ordered to be released on bail on
furnishing bail bonds in the sum of Rs.50,000/- with one surety in the
like amount, failing which he be kept in custody.

Bail bonds and surety bonds not furnished. Record of bail
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application be attached with the main file.

(Meenakshi Gupta) PCS,
Dated 06.07.2018 Judicial Magistrate 1st class,
Jalandhar. (UID No.PB0369)
Gitika Verma
JW
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