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IN THE COURT OF SH. JASPAL VERMA,
ADDL SESSIONS JUDGE, FAZILKA.
(UID:PB0136)
Bail application No.2347 dated 2019
CIS No. BA-1077/2019

CNR No.PBFZC0-003048-2019
Date of Order: 11.7.2019

Balveer Ram @ Veeru Ram, aged 54 years son of Sohan Lal, resident
of village Waryam Khera, Tehsil Abohar, District Fazilka.

Applicant/accused
Versus

State of Punjab

FIR No.66 dated 30.5.2019

U/s 306/116 IPC

P.S. Khuian Sarwar

Application for grant of bail under Section 438 Cr.P.C.
Present: Sh. S.S. Maan, Advocate for the applicant/accused.
Sh. Gurbaj Singh, Addl. PP for the State.

ORDER
1. Bail application has been filed by applicant/accused
Balveer Ram @ Veeru Ram to release him on anticipatory bail in

case bearing FIR no.66 dated 30.5.2019, under Sections 306/116 IPC,

P.S. Khuian Sarwar, District Fazilka.
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2. The above FIR was registered on the statement of
complainant Mukhtiar Singh son of Mohinder Singh against
applicant/accused on the ground that he is an agriculturist and illiterate.
He can only make his signature. He is having two sons namely
Jagmeet Singh and Saraj Singh who are married. He is having 4 Killa
agriculture land. About 3/4 years back Satnam Singh paid
Rs.1,00,000/- at his responsibility to Arun Kumar Patwari. However,
Arun Kumar Patwari refused to pay back the said amount despite
arranging number of Panchayats. He being the surety had to pay
Rs.1,40,000/- out of which Rs.70,000/- was paid in the presence of
Stnam Singh to Veeru Ram. However, Satnam Singh and Veeru Ram
connived together and told him to pay another Rs.70,000/- to Satnam
Singh and executed writing in this regard. Instead of writing, Satnam
Singh and Veeru Ram forged and fabricated agreement of his 1 Killa of
land by getting his signature. Said agreement was witnessed by Veeru
Ram. When he came to know about the said agreement, he contacted
Veeru Ram and Satnam Singh who disclosed to him that an agreement
is in their favour for 1 Killa of land for consideration amount of

Rs.6,25,000/-. He told them that he had only to pay Rs.70,000/- and
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has not entered into any agreement to sell. Satnam Singh and Veeru
Ram threatened him and asked him to executed the sale deed. As a
result of which he came under depression. He requested Satnam Singh
and Veeru Ram to return the agreement to him and take Rs.70,000/-.
Since they did not agree, so he consumed Spray lying in the house. His
son Jagmeet Singh immediately took him to Hospital. On the basis of
aforesaid statement, the present FIR for the offences under Sections
306/116 of IPC was registered. Later on Mukhtiar Singh died in the
Hospital on 30.5.2019 and inquest report was prepared. The
postmortem of dead body was conducted.

3. Notice of the bail application was given to the learned
Addl. PP for the State who contested the bail application on the ground
that the offences committed by the applicant/accused are serious in
nature. Police record was also called which has been produced by ASI
Rajinder Singh from P.S. Khuian Sarwar which has been perused.

4. I have heard learned counsel for the applicant/accused,
learned Addl. PP for the State assisted by learned counsel for
complainant and have gone through the police file produced by ASI

Rajinder Singh from Police Station, Khuian Sarwar, District Fazilka.
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5. The present bail application for anticipatory bail has been
filed by applicants/accused Balveer Ram @ Veeru Ram in this case
bearing FIR no.66 dated 30.5.2019, under Sections 306/116 IPC, P.S.
Khuian Sarwar, District Fazilka to release him on anticipatory bail, on
the ground that he has not committed any offence and has been falsely
implicated in this case. However, learned Addl. PP for the State has
contested the bail application on the ground that the offence under
Section 306 of IPC is serious in nature. The offence under Section 306
IPC is serious in nature. So, custodial interrogation in respect of
applicant/accused is required. Hence, in my view, no ground is made
out to release the applicant/accused on anticipatory bail in this case.
Therefore, the anticipatory bail application filed by applicant/accused
Balveer Ram @ Veeru Ram is hereby ordered to be dismissed.

Police record be returned. Bail application be consigned to the record

room.
Pronounced: 11.7.2019 (Jaspal Verma),
Deepak/SG-2 Addl. Sessions Judge,

Fazilka/ UID:PB0136
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Balveer Ram @ Veeru Ram Vs. State of Punjab
BA-1077/2019

Present: Sh. S.S. Maan, Advocate for the applicant/accused.
Sh. Gurbaj Singh, Addl. PP for the State.

Arguments heard. Vide my separate detailed order of even
date, present bail application has been dismissed. Police record be
returned. Bail application file be consigned to the record room.
Pronounced: 11.7.2019 (Jaspal Verma),

Deepak/SG-2 Addl. Sessions Judge,
Fazilka/ UID:PB0136
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