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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATES OF PUNJAB AND
HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH

Crl. Misc. M-54563-2018 (O&M)
Date of Decision: December 19, 2018
Ranjit Singh
Petitioner
Versus
State of Punjab
...Respondent

CORAM:- HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE JAISHREE THAKUR

Present:-  Mr. Amit Arora, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Ms. Rajni Gupta, Sr. DAG, Punjab.

Mr. Vivek Salathia, Advocate

for the complainant.
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JAISHREE THAKUR, J. (Oral)

The instant petition has been filed under Section 438 of
Cr.P.C., for grant of anticipatory bail to the petitioner in the event of arrest
in FIR No. 135 dated 31.10.2018 under Sections 323, 427, 452, 376, 511,
148, 149 of the Indian Penal Code, registered at Police Station Gharinda,
District Amritsar Rural.

Learned counsel for the petitioners contends that the petitioner
is falsely implicated in the present case and the allegations as set out in the
FIR are fabricated and are mainly against the co-accused.

Learned Addl. AG Punjab for the respondent-State, on
instructions from the Investigating Officer and the complainant, oppose the

grant of anticipatory bail to the petitioner by contending that the allegations
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as set out against the petitioner under the above said offences are serious in
nature and he deserves to be punished for the above-said offences.

There is a specific allegation that has been raised that the
petitioner entered the house of the complainant and tried to commit rape
upon her at her house along with the co-accused who gave threat to the
complainant to kill her and also caused damages to the house.

Keeping in view the nature and gravity of the offence and in
view of the fact that specific allegations has been raised against the
petitioner herein regarding an offence under Section 376 IPC and that the
matter is still under investigation, this Court is not inclined to interfere in
the instant petition and do not find it a fit case where the petitioner is

entitled for benefit of anticipatory bail.

Dismissed.
(JAISHREE THAKUR)
December 19, 2018 JUDGE
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