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Nishan Singh Vs. State of Punjab

FIR No.27 dated 09.03.2025,
under Sections: 118(1), 115(2), 191(3), 
190 of BNS, 2023.
Police Station: Khalra.

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Present: Sh. Iqbal Singh, Ld.APP for the State.

Sh. O.S. Jassal, Advocate, Ld. Counsel for the 
accused/applicant.

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
ORDER:           

The  jurisdiction  of  this  Court  has  been  invoked  under 

Section 480 of BNSS, 2023  (corresponding provision 437 under 

old Cr.P.C., 1973) for grant of regular bail to the applicant/accused 

namely Karan Singh, in case FIR No.27 dated 09.03.2025, under 

Sections 118(1), 115(2), 191(3), 190 of BNS, 2023 was registered 

at P.S. Khalra, Tehsil Patti, District Tarn Taran.

2. Heard upon the bail application under Section 480 

of BNSS for grant of regular bail. It has been averred in the appli-

cation  that  the  applicant/accused  is  in  judicial  custody  since 

22.01.2026.  The  applicant/accused  is  innocent  and  has  been 

falsely implicated in the present case. It is submitted that the no 

any alleged attribution was attributed to the applicant/accused. The 

applicant/accused was not  present  at  the time of  alleged occur-
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rence. It  is further submitted that unexplained delay of about 01 

day of lodging the alleged FIR. The applicant/accused is no more 

required for any investigation. It is also further submitted that no 

useful purpose would be served by keeping the applicant/accused 

into judicial custody. Hence, the present bail application.

3.                Arguments so advance by Ld. APP for the State 

and Ld. Counsel for the accused have been heard and record on 

judicial file has been perused with their able assistance.

4. As  per  the  contents  of  the  FIR,  the  present 

occurrence took place on 08.03.2025 at about 08:30 PM and at the 

said  time  the  complainant  riding  on  his  motorcycle  bearing 

registration No.PB115496 went to purchase household goods from 

the shop of Kabal Singh and when he reached near UK Milk Dairy, 

at that time accused Nishan Singh and accused Gullu armed with 

dattar,  accused  Amritpal  Singh  armed  with  dattar  riding  on 

motorcycle  Marka  CD  Delux  stopped  the  motorcycle  of  the 

complainant,  accused  Amritpal  Singh  raised  lalkara  and  uttered 

words that caught hold of complainant Jaskarndeep Singh in order 

to teach him lesson for quarreling with us. On hearing the lalkara 

accused  Gullu  armed  with  dattar  attacked  on  the  head  of  the 

complainant and then accused Amritpal Singh gave a dattar blow 

on the right abdomen of complainant as well as on the right leg. On 

hue  and  cry  being  raised  by  the  complainant,  the  accused  ran 

away from the spot and thereafter,  the accused was referred at 

Civil Hospital, Tarn Taran. As per the contents of the FIR there is no 

specific  attribution  against  the  applicant/accused  Nishan  Singh. 
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The fact  cannot  be denied that  applicant/accused Nishan Singh 

gathered with his co-accused at the spot with the common intention 

of causing injuries on the person of the complainant. At this stage, 

this Court is of the view that it appear that injuries on the person of 

the  complainant  were  pre-meditated.  The  contention  of  the  Ld. 

Counsel for the accused that there is delay of 1 day in lodging of 

the FIR can be appreciated at the time of trial and not at this stage. 

Considering the nature and seriousness of the offence, this Court 

deems fit to dismissed the present application as the accused got 

arrested in the present case on 22.01.2026 and this Court is of the 

opinion that he is required for further custodial interrogation. This 

Court  is  satisfied  that  at  this  stage  of  the  case  the 

applicant/accused  does  not  deserve  the  concession  of  bail. 

Moreover, the accused may tamper with the evidence, if released 

on bail. As such, in considered view of this Court, the accused is 

not entitled to the benefit of the bail.

5.       In view of the reasons mentioned above, this Court 

is of the considered and confirmed view that the accused/applicant 

Nishan Singh is not entitled to benefit of the bail in the instant case. 

As  such,  the  instant  application  stands  dismissed.  Papers  be 

tagged with the main file.

Pronounced in open Court.          (Sunny Sandhu)
Dated: 07.02.2026.                       Judicial Magistrate Ist Class,

         Patti/(UID No. PB-0817).
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