
 Jyoti Vs. State

In the court of  Amarjot Bhatti, Sessions Judge, Hoshiarpur.
         (UID PB0019)

Bail application No.252, dated 29.9.2021 
(CIS No.BA 2338 of 2021),
CNR No.PBHO010064892021 ,
Date of decision: 4.10.2021.

Jyoti, aged about 34 years, wife of Raman Batra, daughter of Ashok Kumar,

resident of 431/19, Street No.3, Bhagat Nagar, Model Town, Hoshiarpur.

….Accused/applicant.

                                                     Versus

State of Punjab        …Respondent.

FIR No.183, dated 24.9.2021, 
Under sections  419,420,465,467,471,120-B IPC,
Police Station City, Hoshiarpur.  

                                                                                            
       (Application for anticipatory bail)

Present: Shri TPS Kalra, counsel for the accused/applicant,   
Shri Pawanpreet Singh, Addl.PP for the State.   

ORDER

 Jyoti has filed this  application seeking pre arrest bail in  FIR

No.183, dated 24.9.2021, under sections  419, 420, 465, 467, 471,120-B IPC,

Police Station City, Hoshiarpur.

2.   As per the facts of the case, FIR was registered on the written

complaint  bearing N0o.370,  dated  24.9.2021 filed  by Mrs.Jatinder  Kaur-II,

Additional Sessions Judge, Hoshiarpur to the effect that Raman Batra accused

was granted bail in FIR No.145, dated 12.8.2021, under section 21-61-85 of

ND&PS Act, Police Station Hariana vide order dated 15.9.2021. On 24.9.2021,

bail/surety bonds  in the sum of ` One Lac with two sureties in the like amount

were  furnished,  in  which  Surjit  Singh  son  of  Mahinder  Singh,  resident  of

Village Bhatrana  stood surety of Raman Batra. On checking the documents,
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Shri Mahesh Chander, Reader of the court informed that the photograph on

Aadhar Card produced by the surety did not tally with his face. On enquiry the

surety was unable to tell his name, parentage and address and on verification

from the server, the Aadhar Card  used by the accused was found to be forged

and  fabricated  as  no  such  Aadhar  Card  bearing  the  said  number  was  in

existence. The person whose photograph was affixed on the Aadhar card was

already in custody in FIR No.177/2021, under sections 419,420, 465, 467, 471,

120-B  IPC,  Police  Station  City.  The  accused  used  Aadhar  Card  having

No.266970007840 for  furnishing surety bonds in the name of Surjit  Singh,

whereas Lambardar Paramjit and Jyoti daughter of Ashok Kumar identified the

said accused/surety. When the court was enquiring about the name and address

from accused Amit Kumar, the alleged Lambardar Paramjit Singh and Jyoti ran

away   from  the  court  alongwith  other  persons.  Accordingly  a  case  under

sections   419,420,  465,  467,  471,  120-B IPC was ordered to  be  registered

against Amit Kumar, Paramjit Singh and Jyoti in Police Station City.

3. The counsel for the applicant argued that she is falsely implicated

in this case. It was the duty of Lambardar to identify the surety. She had no

role to play in the same. She was merely asked to sign on the papers which she

did. She is ready to join the investigation and will abide by the terms of bail

order. Therefore, her anticipatory bail application may be allowed.

4. Bail application is opposed by the Addl. Public Prosecutor.

5. I  have  gone  through  the  record.  The  present  FIR  has  been

registered on the written complaint of Additional Sessions Judge, Hoshiarpur

regarding appearance of fake person to stand as surety in the name of Surjit

Singh  and  as  per  the  documents  on  record,  the  said  surety  bonds  were

witnessed by Jyoti the present applicant and Lambardar of village Bhatrana. It
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is a case of furnishing fake surety bonds for the release of accused who was

involved in an ND&PS case. The allegations are serious. The applicant is yet

to join the investigation. Considering the facts of the case, I do not find a fit

case for anticipatory bail and the same is accordingly declined. Police file be

returned with copy of the order. Bail application file be consigned to the record

room.

        Announced.                                               (Amarjot Bhatti),
Date of order: 4.10.2021           Sessions Judge, Hoshiarpur. 
Anil Kumar, E.A    (UID No.PB0019)  
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BA  2338-2021

Present: Shri TPS Kalra, counsel for the accused/applicant,   
Shri Pawanpreet Singh, Addl.PP for the State.  

               Vide separate detailed  order of today, bail application has been

declined. Police file be returned with copy of the order and bail application file

be consigned to the record room.

        Announced.                                               (Amarjot Bhatti),
Date of order:                  Sessions Judge, Hoshiarpur. 
Anil Kumar, E.A    (UID No.PB0019)  
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