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Inderjit Singh Vs. State of Punjab. BA/1246/2026 CNR No.PBKP010028572026

In the Court of Rashmi Kapila,
Additional Sessions Judge, Kapurthala.

No.PB00201

CNR No. PBKP010028572026 Case No. BA/1246/2026
Presented on : 29-05-2026

aal
ELE E Registered on : 30-05-2026
E Decidedon : 05-06-2026

Inderjit Singh, aged about 28 years s/o Balvir Singh, resident of village

Desarpur, District Kapurthala.

....Accused/applicant
Versus

State of Punjab

...Respondent.

FIR No.63 dated 19.03.2026

Under sections 323/341/148/149 IPC and lateron added Section
307/427/201 IPC

Police Station City, Kapurthala.

Application for bail under Section 483 BNSS

Present:-  Sh. Surinder Kumar Sharma, Adv, for accused/applicant.
Ms. Reena Rani, Addl. P.P. for respondent/State.
ORDER:
1. The indulgence of the Court has been craved for by the

applicant-accused by seeking regular bail under section 483 BNSS in
above said FIR, on the averments that applicant/accused has been falsely
implicated in the present case. There is no direct or indirect evidence
against the applicant/accused to connect him with the commission of

alleged crime. As the applicant/accused is ready to abide by all the terms
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and conditions imposed upon him by the Court, he be released on regular
bail and his bail application be allowed.

2. Notice of the bail application was issued to the respondent
State and Ld.Addl.PP has prayed for dismissal of the bail application.
Main file received.

3. The Court has given the thoughtful consideration to the rival
contentions of both the parties and minutely perused the case file.

4. FIR in the case in hand stems in pursuance of statement
Karandeep Singh son of Balwinder Singh, who had stated before the
police authorities by submitting that he is learning the aluminum work
from his brother Sharanjit Singh @ Sunny. He alongwith his friend Karan
Kumar son of Ashok Kumar and Gobinda son of Baldev Singh on every
Saturday used to immerse cereal at Kanjli Bein. On 18.03.2023 around
6.30 P.M he again his friends on motorcycle make Splendor bearing
registration No.PB-09-AJ-3625 left for Kanjli Bein to immerse cereal.
When they reached near the fish farm situated near Kanjli road, then from
the side of Kanjli Bein, two young persons namely Inderjit Singh
accused/applicant was seen armed with kirch and Ramandeep Sandhu was
seen sitting at the back seat of the motorcycle came and Ramandeep
Sandhu who was armed with kirch signalled them to stop. Meanwhile
from their (complainant party) behind, three more motorcycles came and
two motorcycles were having two riders each on it and one motorcycle

was having three riders on it and they were also armed with kirchs and
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datars and they also stopped them (complainant party). On this, they got
perplexed/nervous and they descended from their motorcycle. Then one of
the boys namely Inderjit Singh accused/applicant raised the lalkara that
they (complainant party) should be caught and should not be spared and
be done to death. On hearing this, he (complainant) alongwith Gobinda
out of fear tried to run away but then Inderjit Singh inflicted his dasti
kirch blow upon him which fell at the backside of his left shoulder. Then
Ramandeep Sandhu inflicted his dasti kirch blow upon Gobinda which
fell towards the left side of his abdomen. Further, complainant had
submitted that at that time, Vicky was armed with kirch, David was armed
with datat and Bhinda Kalu, Palley and Vicky were also laced with deadly
weapons. Further, complainant had submitted that then all the above
mentioned persons caught hold of Karan Kumar son of Ashok Kumar and
they started inflicting injuries upon him with their weapons. Even
accused/applicant Inderjit Singh and Ramandeep Sandhu also inflicted
injuries upon him. Further, complainant had submitted that when they
tried to get rescued/freed from the hands of above mentioned persons, on
this, Ramandeep Sandhu inflicted his dasti kirch blow upon him
(complainant) which fell at his back. However they manged to run away
from the spot. Further, complainant had submitted that the above
mentioned persons had infact seriously injured Karan Kumar with their
weapons/kirch. Then he gave call to his brother and then his brother

Sharanjit Singh @ Sunny came at the spot and then he (Sharanjit Singh)

Rashmi Kapila, Additional Sessions Judge, Kapurthala, UID no.PB00201



4

Inderjit Singh Vs. State of Punjab. BA/1246/2026 CNR No.PBKP010028572026

got him (complainant) admitted at Civil Hospital, Kapurthala. Further,
complainant had submitted that the motive behind the occurrence was that
earlier Karan Kumar had dispute with the abovesaid boys and as such all
the above mentioned persons had inflicted injuries upon them. In view of
these allegations, the present FIR was registered against co-accused.

5. Perusal of the record reveals that accused/applicant was
armed with kirch. Accused/applicant Singh accused/applicant raised the
lalkara that complainant party should be caught and should not be spared
and be done to death. On hearing this, he (complainant) alongwith
Gobinda out of fear tried to run away but then Inderjit Singh inflicted his
dasti kirch blow upon him which fell at the backside of his left shoulder.
Accused/applicant Inderjit Singh and co-accused Ramandeep Sandhu also
inflicted injuries upon Karan Kumar. As per injury report bearing
No.JH/IR/62677/169 dated 23.03.2024 qua injured Karan Kumar shows 3
cm X 1 cm clean cut just below the nipple underlying lung visible, rib
visible, air leak present. The nature of injuries was declared as dangerous
to life.

6. The allegations against the applicant/accused of attempt to
commit murder are very serious in nature. Life threatening injuries have
been caused by sharp edged weapon. Mere period of custody cannot ipso-
facto entitle the applicant to be released on bail. The gravity of offence,
nature of accusations against the applicant and totality of circumstances is

required to be considered.
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7. Considering the serious nature of allegations levelled against
the applicant in context of total factual matrix, no merit is found in the
present bail application. Resultantly, the application for regular bail of the
applicant is dismissed.

Pronounced in Open Court

Dated:-05.06.2026 (Rashmi Kapila)
Nitish Additional Sessions Judge,
Directly Typed Kapurthala.

UID No.PB00201

NITISH KUMAR

"T attest to the accuracy and|
authenticity of this
document."

2026.06.06 12:53:04 +0530
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Inderjit Singh Vs. St. of Pb.
BA/1246/2026
CNR No:PBKP010028572026
Present:-  Sh. Surinder Kumar Sharma, Adv, for accused/applicant.
Ms. Reena Rani, Addl. P.P. for respondent/State.
Main file received.
Arguments heard.
Vide my separate detailed order of even date, the present bail
application has been dismissed, as detailed therein. Bail application file be

attached with the main file.

Pronounced in Open Court

Dated:-05.06.2026 (Rashmi Kapila)
Nitish Additional Sessions Judge,
Directly Typed Kapurthala.

UID No.PB00201
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