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209 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRM No. M-34297 of 2017.
Date of Decision: 10.10.2017.

Bharat Kumar

... Petitioner
Versus
State of Punjab
... Respondent
CORAM : Hon'ble Mr. Justice Jitendra Chauhan
Present : Mr. PKS Phoolka, Advocate,

for the petitioner.
Ms. Anju Arora, Addl. AG Punjab.

JITENDRA CHAUHAN.J.(ORAL)

This 1s second bail application filed under Section
438 Cr.P.C in case FIR No.20 dated 02.04.2017 registered under
Sections 376, 323 and 506 IPC at Police Station SGN Dev Thermal
Plant, Bathinda, District Bathinda.

It is contended that the petitioner has been falsely
implicated in the present FIR. The FIR is result of personal enmity as
the petitioner had refused to help the complainant in her ill-designs
against her husband. In fact, a litigation is pending between the
complainant and her husband.

On the other hand, the learned State counsel opposes
the bail application. It 1s submitted that the petitioner is specifically
named in the FIR. The petitioner had raped and threatened the

corggplainant with dire consequences.
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Heard.

This is second bail application. Learned counsel for
the petitioner is unable to show any fresh circumstance in favour of the
petitioner. Otherwise also, there are allegations of rape against the
petitioner. The name of the petitioner figures in the FIR specifically. No
ground is made out to grant the concession of anticipatory bail to the
petitioner.

Consequently, the petition is dismissed.

Anything said herein above shall not be construed as

an expression of opinion on the merits of the case.

10.10.2017. (JITENDRA CHAUHAN)
SN JUDGE

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