
BAIL MATTERS / 403/2025 
STATE Vs. MUSTAKEEM 
FIR No. 481/2025 
PS: Dayal Pur 
U/s 309(4)311/3(5) BNS 

31.10.2025 

Present: Sh. Kamal Kapoor, Ld. APP for the State. 
Sh. Javed Khan, Ld. Counsel for the applicant/accused. 

This is an application for bail moved on behalf of applicant/accused Mustakeem. 

SI Rajiv in person. 

Reply filed by 10. Copy supplied. 

Tushar Gupta 

Additionel Chi¡f Judkciel Magstrat 

Room ita. G6, 40, Floox, North Eet Distri. 

Arguments heard and perused. 
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Ld. Counsel for applicant has submitted that on 10.10.2025 they had gone to 
arrange for the burial of their deceased mother. At that time, 6-7 armed assailants attacked the 
applicant and his family members and causing grievous injuries to them. After that the father 
of the applicant lodged a written complaint vide DD No 133A at the PS concerned. It is further 
submitted that despite the fact, the police has lodged the false FIR against them and arrested 
the applicant. Ld. Counsel for accused argued that accused has been falsely implicated in the 
present case and accused has no concern with the alleged offense. Ld. counsel of the accused 
has shown a video footage also in this regard and further submits that the weapon was 

implanted by the IO in police station. Accused is in JC since 10.10.2025. Thus, it is prayed that 
accused be granted bail. 

Pre-contra, Ld. APP for State argued that allegations are grave in nature and has 

opposed the bail application. It is submitted by the IO that on the date of incident there was a 
fight between the applicant and the complainant outside the kabristan and the accused in the 

present case has fired a shot outside the house of the complainant. IO has also shown a CCTV 

footage in his mobile phone and submitted that the accused can be seen running with a Desi 

Katta in his hand near the house of the complainant. 

In the present matter, the present FIR is lodged on the complaint of the 

complainant against the accused and his family members. Further, the another FIR no, 484/25 
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ort on NDOH. Action be also taken on the SHO and ACP concerned for the supervisory 

lapse on their part. 

Coming to the decision of the present application, This Court would have granted 
bail to the accused in the present matter had the IO been failed to show the video of the accused 
who can be seen running with the katta in his hand. Firing a bullet shot outside a house is a 

serious offense. Undoubtedly, the fact is yet to be established and proved in the investigation, 
however the gravity and seriousness of the act of the accused/applicant cannot be ignored. 

Further, one more person can be seen in the video who also have a weapon in his hand and was 

running with the accused who is yet to be apprehended. Therefore, in the back drop of the 
allegations of firing of bullet outside the house of the complainant, this Court is not inclined to 
grant bail to the accused/applicant. 

Therefore, present application stand dismissed. 
Nothing expressed in the said order shall be construed as expression of opinion of 

the Court on the merits of the case. 

Application stands disposed off accordingly. 

Copy of order be given dasti. 

Put up for filing of Compliance Report on 03.11.2025. 
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