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In the Court of Sh. Harpal Singh, 
Sessions Judge, Kapurthala, (UID No.PB0036)

CNR No. PBKP010041502024

Case No. BA/1726/2024

Presented on : 27-08-2024

Registered on : 28-08-2024

Decided on : 06-09-2024

FIR No.78 dated 27.09.2020
Under Section 379-B/34 IPC. 

P.S. Bholath, District Kapurthala. 

1. Jasbir Singh @ Rempi @ Shera   son of Kaish @ Raju, resident of
Rayya  Mandi  Jhugian  Beas,  District  Amritsar,  at  present  Mohalla
Mehtabgarh, Kapurthala. 

2. Sonu @ Monu aged about 34 years son of Manak Singh, resident
of  Rayya Mandi  Jhugian,  Beas District  Amritsar,  now resident  of
Mohalla Mehtabgarh, Kapurthala.

 ............Accused/applicants.

Versus

State of Punjab.

 ............Respondent.

Bail application under Section   483 BNSS  .  

Present: Sh.  Vipan  Sabharwal,  Advocate,  learned  counsel   for
applicants/accused. 
Ms. Meetu Sheanhmar, learned PP for the State.

ORDER

1. This order of mine shall dispose of an application moved

under Section 483 BNSS for grant of regular bail, on behalf of above
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said applicants/accused. 

2. The  present  case  has  been  registered  against  the

applicants/accused  on  the  basis  of  the  statement  of  complainant

Satwinder Kaur  on the allegations that on 26.09.2020 at about 11.30

A.M in the area of police station Bholath, the applicants/accused in

furtherance  of  common  intention  had  forcibly  snatched  ear  rings

from  the  ears  of  Ranjit  Kaur  and  Satwinder  Kaur  after  making

preparation for causing hurt to them. 

3. Upon  notice,  learned  Public  Prosecutor  appeared  and

opposed this bail application.  Court record was also called. 

4. I  have  heard  learned  counsel  for  applicants/accused,

learned Public Prosecutor for State and  have gone through the record

pertaining to this case very carefully, with their able assistance.

5. Record  reveals  that   earlier  the  challan  against  the

applicants/accused  was presented before this court  on  16.02.2021

and even they were charge sheeted vide order dated 19.02.2021 and

thereafter  the  case  was  fixed for  the evidence  of  the  prosecution.

Thereafter  during  the  pendency  of  the  case,  both  the  applicants

absented from the court on 16.12.2021 without any intimation and as

such their bail order was cancelled and their bail bonds/surety bonds

were also cancelled and forfeited to the State and they were ordered

to  be  summoned  through  non-bailable  warrants.  Thereafter  theThereafter  the

present  applicantpresent  applicantss  themselvesthemselves surrendered  before  the  court surrendered  before  the  court   on on

09.08.202409.08.2024 and since then   and since then  they are  they are  in custody. The learned Publicin custody. The learned Public

Prosecutor submitted that the applicantProsecutor submitted that the applicantss-accused ha-accused haveve no respect for no respect for
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law, so his bail application be dismissed, whereas on the other handlaw, so his bail application be dismissed, whereas on the other hand

the  learned  counsel  for  the  applicantthe  learned  counsel  for  the  applicantss-accused  submitted  that  the-accused  submitted  that  the

applicantapplicantss-accused  -accused  areare in  custody since   in custody since  09.08.202409.08.2024 and   and  theythey must must

have learnt a lesson  for remaining absent from Court proceedings.have learnt a lesson  for remaining absent from Court proceedings.

TThe he present applicantpresent applicantss  themselves have themselves have surrendered before the courtsurrendered before the court

and now the case isand now the case is fixed for the evidence of the prosecution.   fixed for the evidence of the prosecution.  TheThe

trial  of  case  will  take  some more  time and no purpose  would  betrial  of  case  will  take some more  time and no purpose would be

served  by  retaining  the  applicantserved  by  retaining  the  applicantss-accused  behind  the  bars  for-accused  behind  the  bars  for

indefinite  period.  Otherwise  also,  the  applicantindefinite  period.  Otherwise  also,  the  applicantss-accused  -accused  areare not not

required  for  interrogation  or  recovery  purposes.   required  for  interrogation  or  recovery  purposes.   As  such,  the

accused/applicants  Jasbir  Singh  @ Rempi  @  Shera  and  Sonu  @

Monu are ordered to be released on bail, on their furnishing personal

bonds in the sum of Rs.40,000/-  with one surety of the like amount

each to the satisfaction of this court. Bail application stands allowed

accordingly.  Bail  bonds not furnished. Bail application be attached

with the main file.

Pronounced in open Court                (Harpal Singh), 
Dt.06.09.2024                            Sessions Judge,  Kapurthala,
(Arun)                                 (UID No.PB0036)



4

Jasbir Singh etc.  Vs. State 

CNR No.PBKP010041502024
Bail application No.1726 of 2024

Present: Sh.  Vipan  Sabharwal,  Advocate,  learned  counsel   for
applicants/accused. 
Ms. Meetu Sheanhmar, learned PP for the State.

  Arguments heard. Vide separate detailed order of even

date, the present bail application filed on behalf of applicants Jasbir

Singh  @ Rempi  @ Shera etc. has  been  allowed.  Bail  bonds  not

furnished. Bail application be attached with the main file.

Pronounced in open Court                  (Harpal Singh), 
Dt.06.09.2024                            Sessions Judge,  Kapurthala,
(Arun)                                  (UID No.PB0036)


