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In the Court of Sanjay Agnihotri,
Additional Sessions Judge-I,
Kapurthala (UID No.PB0099)

CNR No.
PBKP010049222025

Case No. BA/2073/2025

wal
l::E E Presented on : 21-08-2025
- Registered on : 22-08-2025
E Date of order and next : 01-09-2025

date of hearing 12-09-2025

FIR no.55 dated 04.07.2025

Under section 76, 115(2),117(1),351(1), 351(3),
191(3), 190 of BNS

Police Station: Dhilwan,District Kapurthala

Ronki son of Amar Singh, resident of village Hothian, PS Dhilwan,
District Kapurthala.

......Applicant.
Versus
State of Punjab
....Respondent.
Application for bail under section 482 BNSS
Present: Sh.Manish Luthra, Advocate, counsel for the applicant

Ms. Reena Rani, Addl. Public Prosecutor for the State.
Order:-

ASI Paramjit Singh, No.323.Kpt PS Dhilwan, appeared
and suffered a statement to the effect that the applicant/accused has
joined the investigation but has not recovered the datar i.e. weapon
of offence.

2. Ld. Addl.PP for the State argued that the above mentioned
applicant-accused has joined the investigation in the present case but has

not got recovered the weapon used for the commission of offence. The
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learned counsel for the applicant/accused argued that the
accused/applicant has not caused any injury to the complainant party and
has not used any such officer. The allegations and counter allegations are
matter of trial. Moreover, pending recovery if any, it could not be
considered a hurdle to confirm the interim anticipatory bail to the
applicant/accused. Relied upon Bhupinder Singh etc. Vs. State of Punjab,
reported in 2014(2) RCR(Criminal) 109(P&H), wherein it is held that an
anticipatory bail could not be rejected on the ground for pending recovery
to be effected from the applicants. Hence, interim anticipatory bail order
stands confirmed. So, keeping in view above facts and circumstances,
since applicants/accused has joined investigation, in pursuance of
interim Order dated 01.09.2025, and the allegations levelled are matter
of trial, so the interim order dated 01.09.2025, stands confirmed and
made absolute, subject to the applicant continuing to appear before the
Investigation agency as and when summoned and subject to his
continuing to comply with the conditions envisaged in order dated
01.09.2025. Record of the present bail application be attached with the

remand papers, if any, otherwise be consigned to the record room(J),

Kapurthala.
Pronounced in open Court:-
Dated:01.09.2025. (Sanjay Agnihotri),
Addl.Sessions Judge
Nirlep Kaur Stenographer Gr.1 Kapurthala(UID NOPB0099)
NIRLEP KAUR

"[ attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this document."
2025.09.12 16:04:30 +0530
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