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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-43534 of 2019 (O&M)
Date of Decision :29.10.2019

Amritpal Singh

....Petitioner
Versus

State of Punjab
...Respondent

CORAM : HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE ANIL KSHETARPAL

Present :  Mr.Parminder Singh, Advocate for the petitioner

Mr. S.P.S.Tinna, Additional Advocate General, Punjab

ANIL KSHETARPAL, J.(ORAL)

This is second petition for grant of pre-arrest bail in FIR No. 58
dated 28.2.2018 registered under Sections 419, 420, 467, 468, 471, 120-B
IPC at Police Station A Division Amritsar, District Amritsar.

First petition was dismissed vide order dated 24.8.2018 which

reads as under:-

“The petitioners have filed this petition

under Section 438 Cr.P.C. for grant of anticipatory bail in

case FIR No.58 dated 28.02.2018 registered for the

offences under Sections 419, 420, 467, 468, 471 and 120-

B IPC at Police Station 'A'-Division, Amritsar, District

Amritsar.
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petitioners and have gone through the record.

From the record, I find that as per the

prosecution version Bhupinder Singh has given forged

power of attorney to his son Amritpal Singh and got

executed the sale deed of the plot of the complainant.

At the time of arguments, it has been brought

to my notice that the property has been sold to Davinder

Kumar.

Keeping in view the serious allegations

against the present petitioners regarding forging of

documents etc. and selling of plot of the complainant to

Davinder Kumar and the fact that they are required for

custodial interrogation, I do not find it a fit case where

the petitioners are entitled for the grant of anticipatory

bail.

Therefore, finding no merit in this petition,

the same is dismissed.”

Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that co-accused of
the petitioner has been granted regular bail and therefore, this Court should
entertain second bail petition.

In view of the detailed order passed on 24.8.2018 while
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accused, this Court finds no reason to entertain the present second petition.

Dismissed.
(ANIL KSHETARPAL)
JUDGE
29.10.2019
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