IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

110 CRM-M-15821-2020
Date of Decision: 19.06.2020

Bimla Rani ...Petitioner
Versus

State of Punjab ...Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMOL RATTAN SINGH

Present: Mr.S.S.Hira, Advocate
for the petitioner

Mr.H.S.Sullar, DAG, Punjab

sk ok

Amol Rattan Singh, J. (Oral)

All the cases listed today have been taken up for hearing by
way of video conferencing because of the situation existing due to the
Covid-19 pandemic.

By this petition, the petitioner seeks the concession of
anticipatory bail upon FIR No.75, dated 19.5.2020, having been registered
at Police Station Satnampura, District Kapurthala, against her, alleging
therein the commission of offences punishable under Sections 315/316 read
with Section 34 IPC.

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the petitioner
has been falsely impleaded and in fact the complainant had been advised
bed rest during her pregnancy and consequently she has made false
allegations against the petitioner and her son, i.e.the husband of the
complainant, as regards any harassment for dowry, or with regard to the
injuries caused to her(as alleged) leading to abortion of her child/giving

birth to a stillborn child.
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Having heard learned counsel for the petitioner, I find no
reason to entertain this petition, at the threshold itself, in view of the fact
that it is very difficult to believe that a woman who is pregnant and has lost
her child would falsely accuse her husband and mother-in-law of causing
the child to be aborted or to be born stillborn, especially when her elder
sister is married in the same house, and with the complainant shown to be in
a bleeding condition when she was brought to the hospital. Consequently,
finding no merit, the petition is dismissed in limine.

However having said that, it is made absolutely clear that this
court has not made any observation on the merits of the case, which would
obviously be subject matter of the evidence brought before and to be
considered by the trial court, with all observations made hereinabove being
wholly and completely in the context of a petition filed under the provisions

of Section 438 Cr.P.C.

19.06.2020 (AMOL RATTAN SINGH)
neenu/nitin JUDGE

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

NEENU VERMA
2020.06.22 12:14

| attest to the accuracy and
integrity of this document



