
CRM-M-14990-2025 -1-

224 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

 CRM-M-14990-2025 
 Date of Decision:08.05.2025

Avtar Singh …Petitioner
vs.

State of Punjab  …Respondent

Coram : Hon’ble Mr. Justice N.S.Shekhawat

Present : Mr. A.S.Brar, Advocate, for the petitioner.
Mr.M.S.Bajwa, Deputy Advocate General, Punjab.
Mr. Sanjeev Kumar Arora, Advocate for the complainant. 

***

N.S.Shekhawat J. (Oral)

1. The petitioner has filed the present petition under Section 482 of

Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023 with a prayer to grant anticipatory

bail to him in case FIR No.10 dated 06.02.2025, registered under Sections 109,

3(5)  of  BNS  and  Sections  25,  27  of  Arms  Act  (Sections  307/34  IPC  and

Sections 323,  324 and 34 of  IPC added later  on),  at  Police Station Mehna,

District Moga.

2. While granting the concession of interim anticipatory bail by this

Court on 19.03.2025, the following contentions were noticed by this Court and 

the same have been reproduced below:-

“ Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that the FIR has been

falsely  got  registered  by  the  complainant  side,  as  no  one  had

suffered any injury in the present case. He further submits that in

fact  there  was  a  civil  dispute  between  the  parties  and  the

complainant party was interfering in the peaceful possession of the

petitioner  and  Nirmal  Singh.  Consequently,  the  petitioner  and

Nirmal Singh had filed a civil suit and had also prayed for interim

injunction, restraining the complainant party from interfering in the
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suit property. The application for interim injunction was allowed by

the civil  court  vide  order  dated 29.05.2024 (Annexure  P-2)  and

even  after  granting  the  injunction,  the  complainant  party  was

interfering  in  the  peaceful  possession  of  the  petitioner.  He  next

submits that even the injuries were caused to Nirmal Singh on the

side of the petitioner and it  is apparent from the medical record

(Annexure P-9) that Nirmal Singh had suffered a fracture on his

arm and the petitioner had saved his life after escaping from the

spot.  Learned  counsel  next  submits  that  the  complainant,  while

concealing the facts of the present case, managed to get a false case

registered against the petitioner. ”

3.  Learned counsel for the petitioner has reiterated the submissions

and  further  submits  that  the  petitioner  has  joined  the  investigation  and  his

custodial interrogation may not be required.

4.  Learned State counsel also submits that the petitioner has joined

the investigation and is no longer required for further investigation.

5. On  the  other  hand,  learned  counsel  appearing  on  behalf  of  the

complainant has vehemently opposed the submissions made by learned counsel

for the petitioner.

6. In view of the statement made by learned counsel for the parties,

the present petition is allowed and the interim order dated 19.03.2025 passed by

this Court is made absolute.  The petitioner shall continue to join investigation,

as and when called by the Investigating Officer  and shall  also abide by the

conditions as provided under Section 482(2) of the BNSS.

   (N.S.SHEKHAWAT)
08.05.2025     JUDGE
hemlata

Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No 
Whether reportable : Yes/No
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