VANITA
2019.10.05 13:56

CRM-M-41890-2019 -1-

106
IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH
CRM-M-41890-2019
Date of decision-30.09.2019
Raghbir Singh ....Petitioner
Vs.
State of Haryana ...Respondent

CORAM:- HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE MANOJ BAJAJ

Present: Mr. R.N.Lohan, Advocate for the petitioner.

skeskesk

MANOJ BAJAJ, J.

Petitioner-Raghbir Singh has filed this petition under Section
438 Cr.P.C for grant of anticipatory bail in case FIR No0.346 dated
09.09.2019 registered under Sections 420, 467, 468 and 120-B of Indian
Penal Code, 1860 at Police Station Civil Line Jind, District Jind.

The FIR was lodged on the communication sent by Deputy
Superintendent Jail Jind to SHO Police Station Civil Line, Jind, wherein it
was alleged that convict-Vikas @ Billu son of Raghbir, in order to obtain
parole had produced false medical certificate regarding the ailment of his
father, Raghbir Singh (petitioner). As per the prosecution, the father of
convict got treatment from Acharya Tulsi Regional Cancer Treatment and
Research Centre Bikaner, as per the discharge follow up card dated
14.07.2019 and on the basis of the biopsy No. CYC-986-19 dated
05.06.2019 of Niravana Diagnostic Centre, PGIMS Road, Rohtak Centre.

Since the convict was a hardcore criminal, therefore, after inquiry it was
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found that the said biopsy belonged to one Wazir son of Pirthi and not
Raghbir son of Pyare Lal.

Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that at least it is not
disputed that the father of the petitioner was once treated at Bikaner. During
the course of hearing, it is not disputed that the authorities have telephonic
conversations between petitioner and his son regarding procuring medical
certificate to facilitate parole. Learned counsel is unable to explain the
conduct of petitioner as to why the petitioner indulged in alleged act, if he
was actually suffering from the ailment.

Therefore, without commenting on the merits of this case, this
Court does not find any ground for grant of extra ordinary concession of
anticipatory bail to the petitioner.

Petition is dismissed.

(MANOJ BAJA))
JUDGE
30.09.2019
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