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IN THE COURT OF MS.LUKHVINDER KAUR DUGGAL,
ADDITIONAL SESSIONS JUDGE, FEROZEPUR.

BA No.1407 of 2026.
CNR No.PBFZ01-003047-2026.

Decided on 19.5.2026.

Sukhpreet Singh (wrongly mention as Sukh Kamboj) aged about 33
years son of  Gurcharan Singh resident of  House No.16 Ward No.7,
Guru  Nagar  Ferozepur  P.S.City  Ferozepur  Tehsil  and  District
Ferozepur.

…..Applicants/Accused.

Versus 
State of Punjab.

….Respondent.
FIR No.23 dated 19.01.2026
under section 115 (2), 118 (1), 190, 191 (3), 324 (4) BNS 
and Section 118 (2) BNS added lateron.
Police Station: City FErozepur.

Present: Sh.G.S.Gill, Advocate for the applicant/accused.
Sh.Baljit Singh, learned APP for the State assisted by 
Sh.J.S.Kalra, Advocate counsel for complainant.

ORDER

1. This  order  of  mine  shall  dispose  of  anticipatory  bail

application  filed  by  the  accused/applicants  in  the  case  mentioned

above.

2. Notice of the bail application was issued to the state and

Sh.Baljit Singh, learned APP appeared on behalf of the State. Today

Sh.J.S.Kalra, Advocate has appeared and filed power of attorney on

behalf of complainant.  The concerned Ahlmad has reported that as per
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CIS system, this is first anticipatory bail application of applicants/accused.

No  other  bail  application  of  application  is  pending  or  decided  in  the

present FIR in the Hon’ble High Court  as well as Hon’ble Supreme Court

of  India. On  08.05.2026  ASI  Gurmeet  Singh  No.1497/FZR,  P.S.City

Ferozepur has produced the record of investigation and suffered statement

that this is first bail application of applicant and no other bail application is

pending or  decided by  any other  Court  including Hon’ble  High Court.

There is  no other FIR’s is registered against the accused. The custodial

interrogation of accused is required in this case. 

3. Learned  counsel  for  applicant/accused  has  argued  that

applicant-accused is innocent and he has been falsely implicated in the

present case. He further contended that there is un-considerable delay

in lodging the present FIR as alleged occurrence is of dated 17.01.2026

at  about  07:00/07:30PM  and  the  present  FIR  was  registered  on

19.01.2026  at  about  02:48AM  which  was  not  explained  by  the

complainant in his statement. Infact the real story of registration of the

present FIR are that complainant want to install mobile tower in his

property which was situated in the colony and the same was opposed

by  the  near  locality  regarding  that  the  number  of  persons  moved

applications to the authority but the complainant party create hindrance
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and want to install  tower forcibly. In the present alleged occurrence

happened  in  the  area  of  Ferozepur  City  and  multi-specialty  and

renowned hospital but the complainant himself admitted in the PHC

Mamdot instead of Civil Hospital Ferozepur so far distance about 25

KM, only because the reason that son of  complainant namely Preet

Mukhija is posted at Civil Hospital Mamdot as doctor and he help him

out  to  strong  the  case  of  prosecution.  As  per  allegations,

applicant/accused  is  empty  handed  and  there  is  no  specific

allegations/overact  attributed  to  the  applicant/accused.  It  is  cross-

version  case  and  co-accused/non-applicant  namely  Gurpritam Singh

was also received injuries at the hand of the complainant party which

was not explained by the prosecution. The interim bail of co-accused

was  granted  by  the  Hon’ble  High  Court.  Applicant  undertakes  to

cooperate  the  police  during  the  course  of  investigation.  Lastly,  he

prayed that the applicant/accused be released on anticipatory bail.

4. On the other hand, learned APP for the state assisted by

learned  counsel  for  complainant  has  strongly  opposed  the  bail

application and argued that the applicant/accused has committed the

serious offences and custodial interrogation of the applicant/accused is
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required and as such, he is not entitled for concession of anticipatory

bail. Hence, he prayed for dismissal of the present bail application.

5. I  have  heard  the  learned  counsel  for  the

applicants/accused, learned APP for the State and have gone through

the police record, minutely. 

6. A perusal of the file, it shows that FIR has been registered

on the statement of complainant Natinder Kumar son of Thakur Dass

with the allegations that he is a businessman and has purchased 4 marla

of  plot  from  Gupritam  Singh  about  2  years  ago  where  he  has

constructed showroom. Gurpritam Singh and his family were jealous

from  complainant.  On  17.01.2026  at  about  7.00/7.30  PM,  he  has

parked his car in front of his showroom, upon which Kulwinder Kaur,

Navdeep Kaur, Jasmeen came out of their house and started arguing

with him as to why he has parked his car outside in street and asked

him to park his car inside. He told them that he has parked his car by

the side of wall of the showroom and had gone inside his showroom.

Thereafter,  Harman  Singh  armed  with  a  kappa  entered  in  his

showroom and gave blow of kappa to him, which hit on his left leg. He

raised an alarm, which attracted his Avish Mukhiza and one employee

namely Arsha Chahal. Then, Gurpritam Singh and some other persons
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also entered and started damaging the showroom and blow of iron rod

on the person of Avish, which hit on the right side of his head. They

also manhandled their employee Arsha and torn her cloth. Then, he in

order to save himself started running towards their house. When they

reached  at  chowk at  some  distance  then  Harman Singh,  Gurpritam

Singh,  Malkeet  Singh,  Amandeep  Singh,  Sukh  Kamboj  and  6-7

unidentified persons came there and Gurpritam Singh gave blow of

iron rod, which hit on the left side of his head. Amandeep gave blow of

iron rod to him, which hit on the front side of his head. He fell on the

ground and then Malkeet Singh gave blow of baseball bat, which hit on

the left side of his chest. Then, Sukh Kamboj gave blow of kappa from

reverse side, which hit on his right hand. Then 6/7 unknown persons

also  gave  blow of  Daangs  and  Sottas  on  his  person,  which  hit  on

various  parts  of  his  body.  People  from the surrounding also  started

gathering at the spot and Kanta Mukhija wife of the complainant also

came at the spot. All accused also scuffled with his wife and tore her

clothes. Then, Malkeet Singh took out pistol from his waist and tried to

cock  the  same  with  intention  to  kill  the  complainant  and  then  all

accused fled away from the spot. The accused also took away his gold

chain  and  watch.  He  was  taken  to  Civil  Hospital  Ferozepur  for
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treatment, but, all accused were already standing outside Civil Hospital

Ferozepur,  due  to  which  complainant  was  shifted  to  Civil  Hospital

Mamdot, from where he got treatment. 

7.  The  main  contention  of  the  learned  counsel  for  the

applicant/accused  is  that  the  incident  took  place  at  City  Ferozepur

whereas the complainant got his medical conducted at Civil Hospital,

Mamdot  which  is  25  k.m.  away  from Ferozepur  as  the  son  of  the

complainant is practicing as a doctor there. Further, the FIR has been

registered  after  a  delay  of  2  days  of  the  occurrence  but  the  said

contention  of  learned  counsel  for  applicant/accused  is  a  matter  of

evidence.  Further,  this  Court  is  of  the  view  that  the  name  of  the

applicant/accused has been specifically mentioned in the FIR. Further

Specific role has been attributed to him. The allegations against the

applicant-accused that  he alongwith non-applicants/co-accused being

member of unlawful assembly caused injuries to complainant. Further

there  are  specific  allegation  against  applicant/accused  that  he  gave

blow  of  kappa  from  reverse  side,  which  hit  on  the  right  hand  of

complainant.  So,  the  allegations  against  the  applicant/accused  are

serious in nature.  Moreover,  as  per  version of  Investigating Officer,

custodial interrogation of applicants/accused is required. So, keeping in
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view the seriousness and gravity of the offence and without expressing

any opinion on the merits of the case, this Court finds that no ground is

made  out  to  grant  anticipatory  bail  to  the  applicant/accused,  as  the

custodial interrogation is necessary to unravel the truth.

8. Hence, in view of my above said discussion, the present

applicant/accused does not deserve the concession of anticipatory bail.

Accordingly, the present bail application filed by the applicant-accused

for grant of anticipatory bail is hereby stands dismissed.

9. Police file be returned. Papers be tagged with the main file

or be consigned.

--------sd-------------

Pronounced  in  the
open  Court  on
19.5.2026.
Typed by Rohit Kakar
Stenographer I1

* directly dictated.

                         (Lukhvinder Kaur Duggal)
                          Additional Sessions Judge,
                       Ferozepur.
                       UID No.PB0156


