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249 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-39321-2025
Date of Decision:19.08.2025
Gurdeep Singh alias Neeta ... Petitioner
Vs.
State of Punjab ...Respondent

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

Present:  Mr. Arshdeep Singh Brar, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. I.P.S. Sabharwal, DAG, Punjab.

Ak

N.S.Shekhawat J. (Oral)

1. The petitioner has filed the instant petition under Section 483 of
Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023 with a prayer to grant regular bail to
him in case FIR No.125 dated 09.08.2024 registered under Sections 109,
115(2), 3(5), 333 of BNS, 2023 and Sections 25/27 of Arms Act (Sections 307,
323, 34 of IPC) at Police Station Nihal Singh Wala, District Moga.

2. Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that as per the
allegations levelled by the complainant, the petitioner had fired a shot at the
complainant, however, the complainant did not suffer any fire arm injury. He
further contends that in fact, the complainant has concealed the genesis of the
occurrence and the real facts. The CCTV camera was installed at the house of
the complainant and the CCTV footage has not been handed over to the police
after the occurrence. This clearly shows that the complainant side was the
aggressor in the present case. The petitioner was arrested in the present case on

16.12.2024 and is in custody for the last about 08 months. He further contends
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that similarly placed co-accused, namely, Gobind Singh alias Kudan alias
Kundan has been granted the concession of anticipatory bail by this Court, vide
order dated 18.10.2024 passed in CRM-M-45519-2024 (Annexure P-3).

3. On the other hand, learned State counsel has vehemently opposed
the submissions made by learned counsel for the petitioner on the ground that
the petitioner had fired indiscriminately on the complainant and does not

deserve the concession of bail by this Court.

4. I have heard the learned counsel for the parties and perused the
record.
5. In the present case, the complainant did not suffer any fire arm

injury and had suffered certain superficial injuries. The petitioner is stated to be
in custody for the last about 08 months and the challan has been presented
against him. Even the prosecution has not been able to examine even a single
witness so far and the conclusion of the trial may take quite a long time.

6. Without commenting on the merits of the case, the present petition
is allowed and the petitioner is ordered to be released on bail subject to his
furnishing bail bonds/surety bonds to the satisfaction of the trial Court/Duty

Magistrate/Chief Judicial Magistrate, concerned.

(N.S.SHEKHAWAT)

19.08.2025 JUDGE
hemlata
Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No
Whether reportable : Yes/No
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