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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATES OF PUNJAB AND
HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-33470-2019
Reserved on: September 30, 2019

Date of Decision: October 1, 2019
Parminder Singh
... Petitioner
Versus
State of Punjab
... Respondent
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SHEKHER DHAWAN

Present: Ms. Puja Chopra, Advocate,
for the petitioner.

Mr. Ramandeep Sandhu, Sr. DAG, Punjab.

Complainant (N.D. Sharma) in person.

Shekher Dhawan, J.

Present petition under Section 438 Cr.P.C. for seeking pre-
arrest bail to the petitioner, namely, Parminder Singh, in case FIR No. 83,
dated 28.03.2017, registered under Sections 466, 467, 468, 469, 471, 472,
420 and 120-B IPC, at Police Station Daba, Ludhiana, District Ludhiana.

Learned counsel for the petitioner contended that allegations in
the present FIR are mainly against Vijay Kumar Goyal and petitioner is not
involved in any way for commission of alleged offence. He has been
implicated in the present case as per provisions of Section 120-B of Indian
Penal Code. The modus operandi of the complainant is to implicate innocent
peoples in false cases and then blackmail to them. Learned counsel further

contended that petitioner is ready to join the investigation.
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Learned State counsel as well as complainant of this case while
opposing the bail application, contended that petitioner would be required
for the purpose of effecting investigation as the matter pertains to forging of
order of Hon'ble Apex Court and the petitioner was instrumental in forging
and fabricating the orders of the Hon'ble Apex Court.

Having considered the submissions of the learned counsel for
the parties and appraisal of the record of this case, the Court is of the
considered view that the allegations levelled against present petitioner and
co-accused are very serious in nature and the same relates to forging and
fabricating the order of the Hon'ble Apex Court. The matter requires
intensive investigation and no case is made out for interim bail to the

present petitioner and as such, present petition for anticipatory bail is

dismissed.
October 1, 2019 (Shekher Dhawan)
vkd Judge
Whether speaking / reasoned : Yes/ No
Whether reportable : Yes / No
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