1 Sagar Vs. State

IN THE COURT OF SH. SUMEET MALHOTRA,
SESSIONS JUDGE, FEROZEPUR (UID No. PB0060).

PBFZ010031742026
[OL:10]
e

CNR No.PBFZ0100- 3174 -2026
CIS No. BA- 1476 of 2026
Date of Order: 28.04.2026

Sagar son of Tarsem, resident of Ward No.2, Awa Basti, Ferozepur
City, Tehsil & District Ferozepur.
... Petitioner
Versus
State of Punjab.

...Respondent.

Application for bail under section 483 BNSS

FIR No. 518 dated 28.12.2022,
Under Sections 379-B, 201 of IPC,
Police Station City Ferozepur.

Present: Ms. Pooja Advocate, counsel for petitioner,
Sh. Amit Goklaney, Addl. Public Prosecutor for State.

ORDER (ORAL):-

Petitioner Sagar son of Tarsem has approached this Court for
grant of regular bail in FIR No. 518 dated 28.12.2022, Under Sections
379-B, 201 of IPC, registered at Police Station City Ferozepur.

2. Notice of the bail application was given to the State and Sh.

Amit Goklaney, learned Addl. Public Prosecutor appeared on behalf of

(Sumeet Malhotra),
Sessions Judge, Ferozepur



2 Sagar Vs. State

the State.

3. At the very outset, learned counsel for the petitioner argued that
the the petitioner was earlier arrested and was granted the benefit of bail in
this matter and was even attending the trial proceedings, which were
subsequently conducted before this Court, after the case was committed for
trial. She argued that during the pendency of the trial, petitioner met with
an accident on 23.11.2025 and sustained serious injuries. He was
hospitalized and diagnosed qua disk displacement and thus, advised strict
bed rest for considerable period. Accordingly, he could not appear on
09.12.2025 due to the said reason and even could not contact his counsel to
move appropriate application seeking exemption. Resultantly, his bail
order was cancelled and bail bonds and surety bonds furnished by him
were forfeited to the State and his presence was sought through coercive
methods by issuance of non-bailable warrants. Learned counsel argued that
the petitioner has himself surrendered on 27.04.2026, after his medical
condition was somewhat stabilized, although she argued that the petitioner
is still undergoing treatment. She, thus, presses for grant of regular bail.

4, Learned Addl. Public Prosecutor has not disputed the

aforesaid factual position, in so far as the absence of the petitioner is
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concerned. He, however, has left it on the Court to decide the fate of
the petitioner by pressing that the petitioner has misused the
concession of bail once granted to him.

5. I have considered the submissions made at the bar.

6. The factual position is not disputed with regard to the
absence of the petitioner on 09.12.2025. The fact that the petitioner has
sustained injuries and is undergoing treatment is specifically pleaded in
the bail application, supported by a certificate dated 10.03.2026 issued
by Guru Nanak Mission Charitable Hospital. There is no reason to
disbelieve the same. Accordingly, the present bail application is
allowed and the petitioner is ordered to be released on bail subject to his
furnishing bail bonds in the sum of X.20,000/- with one surety in the like
amount, to the satisfaction of this Court. Papers of bail application be

attached with the file of main case.

Pronounced: Sd/-(Sumeet Malhotra),
Dated: 28.04.2026 Sessions Judge, Ferozepur.
Mukesh Kakkar (UID No.PB0060)
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