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3 GUJARAT
HC grants bail to
dismissed Coast
Guard sailor, registry
accepts his bond
SATISH JHA
AHMEDABAD, JULY 17
THE GUJARAT High Court,
after granting bail to a dismissed sailor (navik) of the
Coast Guard, directed its registry office to “accept” his
bail bond.
Ordinarily, bail formalities are done in the trial
court, which in this case is
the Coast Guard court. However, in this case, the HC observed that the Coast Guard
court doesn’t have permanent members and those
who “make the entire body
of the court shall be sailing
in different directions”.
Justice Sonia Gokani on
July 5 ordered the HC’s registry office that “considering
the peculiar problem as the
applicant was tried under
the Indian Coast Guards Act,
1987, the registry of this
Court will ACCEPT the solvent surety and the surety of
the like amount and implement the order of this court
dated 29.06.2018.”
The petitioner, Inderpal
Yadav, was sentenced to
one-year imprisonment and
dismissed from the service
by the Coast Guard court
earlier this year on charges
of procuring illicit liquor and
circulating a WhatsApp
message saying “Too much
of officer Dadagiri”, thereby
making “contemptuous remarks” against senior officers while posted as a sailor
in Porbandar. After spending
five months in a special jail
there, he was released on
bail. His lawyer J B Dastoor
said, “Yadav was released on
bail on Saturday.”
The HC will on
Wednesday hear the matter
on the question of whether
there is an alternative remedy available to the petitioner to appeal in the HC
against the Coast Guard
court’s order instead of approaching the central government or Director General
(Coast Guard) under Section
119 of the Coast Guard Act.
The Act states, “Any person
subject to this Act who considers himselfaggrieved by a
finding or sentence of any
Coast Guard Court may
present a petition to the
Central Government or to
the Director-General, and
the Central Government or

the Director-General, as the
case may be, may pass such
orders thereon as it or he
may think fit.”
Yadav was caught by
Local Crime Branch (LCB) officials of Porbandar police
with 68 liquor bottles in his
rented house in June 2016.
The liquor was bought from
his unit canteen allegedly by
Yadav and his colleagues.
However, his colleagues did
not leave any such proof
with Yadav.
A reply filed by
Commandant R P Sharma in
the HC states that several
colleagues had gone to collect their monthly quota of
liquor from the unit canteen,
where at least five of them
requested Yadav to keep
their bottles for a few days as
were taking private buses to
get back to their station. The
reply said that the liquor was
stored at Yadav’s house at
1.30 pm and by 2.30 pm, the
police knocked on his door
and seized the liquor.
“On being asked by LCB
officials to produce authority i.e pass or permit for the
liquor bottles or bills to certify his claim, the petitioner
was unable to show any
liquor bill,” he said.
An FIR was lodged with
Kamla Baug police station,
and it was eventually transferred to the Coast Guard.
The other case against
Yadav is of circulating a message on WhatsApp which,
according to the Coast
Guard, contained “official information” and had “contemptuous remarks” against
senior officers. The genesis
of this message was said to
be an incident which Yadav
was reported to have witnessed — a senior officer
thrashing a subordinate.
The Coast Guard submitted in the HC that Yadav was
found guilty of all the
charges and sentenced to
one year in jail and dismissed from service by its
court on February 1, 2018.
The Coast Guard court stated
in its finding, “The court has
considered the testimony of
Comdt (Commandant K K
Kanwar, Dy Comdt Anurag
Shukla, Comdt Kinlay Bhutia
and Comdt S Chandola and
found them credible on the
aspect that a WhatAapp
message was in circulation
on 31 Mar 2017 regarding al-
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THE MOTHER of Ishrat Jahan, who
was killed in an alleged fake encounter in a joint operation by
Gujarat Police and Intelligence
Bureau officers, on Tuesday filed
an objection to the discharge applications moved by two key accused — retired police officers D
G Vanzara and N K Amin.
Opposing the discharge pleas,
Shamima Kauser filed her response
through
lawyer
Parvezbhai Pathan in a special CBI
court here, stating that her daughter was abducted, kept in illegal
confinement and murdered by
the Gujarat Police officers and this
was “falsely projected as an encounter killing”.
She also opposed the pleas on
the ground that “accused cannot
be discharged even before the
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supplementary chargesheet is
placed before this Court”.
The
supplementary
chargesheet is still pending with
the special CBI court (magisterial)
that names Intelligence Bureau officials, including former Special
Director Rajinder Kumar.
The court of special CBI judge J
K Pandya, who had reserved the
order for pronouncement on
Tuesday, will hear the counter-arguments of the two accused on
Wednesday.
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Kauser has said that there are
eye-witnesses whose statements
have been recorded under Section
164 of CrPC that establish their
roles in the matter.
She has also objected to submissions of the accused applicants for “making baseless,
defamatory, malicious and motivated aspersions against Ishrat
Jahan in a desperate bid to cover
up his crime”.
She said in the written submission that she would challenge the
discharge order of another key accused — former DGP PP Pandey —
in the High Court.
Ishrat Jahan, a 19-year-old
Mumbai college girl, was killed
along with her friend Javed
Shaikh alias Pranesh Pillai and
two alleged Pakistani nationals,
Amjadali Akbarali Rana and
Zeeshan Johar, on the outskirts
of Ahmedabad on June 15,
2004.

AHMEDABAD, JULY 17
IN A supplementary chargesheet
pertaining to alleged extortion of
Bitcoins worth crores, the CID
(Crime) has said that an accused
police inspector with the help of
subordinates “created a false
case” against Surat-based “businessman” Shailesh Bhatt soon after learning that the latter had
moved a complaint with home
department on February 23.
Bhatt is also wanted by the
CID in a separate case of kidnapping and extortion of Bitcoins
worth over Rs 131 crore and cash
of Rs 14.5 crore from one Dhaval
Mavani by posing as an Income
Tax officer. Bhatt has moved a
petition for quashing of the FIR
in the Gujarat High Court, which
will heart it on Wednesday. He
is still at large.
The CID (Crime) on Tuesday
filed the supplementary

chargesheet against jailed police
inspector Anant Patel. It said that
after learning about Bhatt’s complaint in the home department,
Patel got a “false complaint
typed by his constable Jairajsinh
Gohil the same day to create evidence against Bhatt” on his alleged involvement in the case of
kidnapping and extortion.
Patel was arrested by the CID
along with 10 other policemen,
including
his
senior
Superintendent of Police Jagdish
Patel, from Amreli district for allegedly kidnapping Bhatt on
February 11. Bhatt has alleged
that Patel, then heading the Local
Crime Branch (LCB), Amreli,
came to Gandhinagar in an official vehicle with the accused policemen and kidnapped him. The
policemen allegedly took Bhatt,
his friend Kirit Paladiya and his
driver to Keshav Farm on the
outskirts of Gandhinagar, where
he was confined for more than
five hours, beaten up and asked

to transfer Bitcoins worth over
Rs 12 crore to the accused policemen. Later, it was revealed that
Paladiya had masterminded the
kidnapping and misappropriated the Bitcoins. Bhatt had
promised to give Rs 32 crore cash
to his abductors but it was not
delivered, the chargesheet said.
The chargesheet also alleged
that Patel and his then senior SP
Patel sent a police team including Vijay Vadher, Babubhai Der,
Sanjay Padmani, Jagdish, Umed
Mehta illegally to Mumbai to
trace one Dhaval Mavani to “extort” Bitcoins. CID officials said
that Mavani was kidnapped by
Bhatt and other accused in
January this year. Bhatt extorted
2,256 Bitcoins, roughly worth Rs
145 crore, by posing as an income tax officer named P D
Jadeja. Patel and the other accused got this information and
with the help of Paladiya allegedly planned to kidnap Bhatt
in a similar fashion.

