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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

213 CRM-M-1444-2019
Date of Decision:23.01.2019

Harkirat Simgh . Petitioner
Versus
State of Punjab . Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE HARI PAL VERMA.
Present:  Mr. Prem Singh Bhangu, Advocate,

for the petitioner.

Mr. Jagmohan Ghumman, D.A.G., Punjab.

dhkx

HARI PAL VERMA, J.(Oral)

Prayer in this petition filed under Section 438 Cr.P.C. is for
grant of anticipatory bail to the petitioner in FIR No.189 dated 06.11.2018
under Section 354 IPC, registered at Police Station Fatehgarh Sahib.

As per FIR, petitioner allegedly called the complainant on
Sunday to Gurudwara Jyoti Sarup, Fatehgarh Sahib and made her to sit in
his car. Thereafter, he took her to a plot at village Daun and kissed her. She
did not like this action of the petitioner and pushed him and ran away from
there to save herself.

Learned counsel for the petitioner states that there is total
ambiguity in the FIR as regards date and time of the incident. The
complainant has given Sunday as the day of incident and there is no number
or description of the vehicle and the place, where the offence was allegedly

gemmitted.
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Learned State Counsel on instructions from ASI Avtar Singh
states that the complainant has made a statement under Section 161 Cr.P.C.,
wherein she stated that, she submitted a complaint to the Principal of the
Institute, where the petitioner is working on 04.11.2018 itself. He further
states that the day of incident (Sunday), the date i.e. 04.11.2018 and even
the make of car i.e. I-20 have been given in the statement under Section 161
Cr.P.C. Moreover, during the course of investigation, offence punishable
under Section 342 IPC has also been added in the case.

I have heard learned counsel for the parties.

The petitioner is a teacher in the same Institute, in which the
complainant is a student and therefore, considering the nature of allegations,

this Court does not find any merit in the case to grant anticipatory bail to the

petitioner.

Dismissed.
January 23, 2019 (HARI PAL VERMA)
seema JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned: Yes/No
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