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223 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-44633-2019
Date of decision-06.12.2019

Gursewak Singh ....Petitioner
Vs.
State of Punjab ...Respondent

CORAM:- HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE MANOJ BAJAJ

Present: Mr. L.S.Sidhu, Advocate for the petitioner.
Mr. Ramdeep Partap Singh, DAG, Punjab.

skeskesk

MANOJ BAJAJ, J.

Petitioner-Gursewak Singh has prayed for grant of regular bail
under Section 439 Cr.P.C in case FIR No.132 dated 31.10.2018 registered
under Sections 13, 16, 18, 20 of Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act, 1987,
Sections 3, 4 and 5 of Explosive Substance Act, 1908, Sections 25, 54 and
59 of Arms Act, 1959 and Section 120-B of Indian Penal Code, 1860 at
Police Station Division No.4, Lahori Gate, Patiala, District Patiala. The
petitioner is in custody since his arrest on 05.11.2018.

The FIR was registered on the statement of Deputy
Superintendent of Police (Investigation), Patiala who on the basis of secret
information informed that Sabnamdeep Singh s/o Jasvir Singh is indulged in
the terrorist activities. He has formed an association with the name of K.L.F
and has also associated new members in Khalistan Gaddar Force to indulge
them in terrorists activities. He has got printed letter pad for release of press
note under the Khalistan Liberation Force and Khalistan Gaddar Force. It

was alleged that he is making plans to blast in thickly populated area which
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would cause human loss. On these broad allegations, FIR was registered.

Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that the petitioner
has been falsely implicated in the present case and he is not named in the
FIR. He further submits that his case is at par with co-accused Jatinder Singh
@ Bhinder who has been granted the concession of regular bail by this Court
vide order dated 24.09.2019. He submits that investigation of the case is
complete and trial of the case will take time, therefore, further custody of the
petitioner may not be justified.

On the other hand, learned State counsel assisted by SI Karamyjit
Singh opposed the prayer. However, it is not disputed that case of the
petitioner is at par with co-accused-Jatinder Singh @ Bhinder. He further
apprised that challan in the present case stands filed on 26.04.2019 and case
is fixed for 16.12.2019 for framing of charges. It is also not disputed that the
petitioner is not involved in any other case much less of the similar nature.

After hearing learned counsel for the parties, this Court is of the
opinion that trial of the case is likely to consume considerable time as
charges are yet to be framed, therefore, further custody of the petitioner may
not be justified. Resultantly, without meaning any expression of opinion on
the merits of the case, it is ordered that the petitioner be released on regular
bail subject to his furnishing requisite bail bonds/surety bonds to the
satisfaction of the trial Court concerned.

The petition is allowed.
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