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209 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-18051-2023
Date of decision: 18.08.2023
DHARAMPREET SINGH ..PETITIONER
VERSUS

STATE OF PUNJAB ..RESPONDENT

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE VIVEK PURI

Present: Ms. Ramandeep Kaur, Advocate for
Mr. Rahul Soi, Advocate for the petitioner.

Ms. Ruchika Sabherwal, DAG, Punjab.
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VIVEK PURIL,J. (ORAL)

1. On 17.04.2023, the following order was passed:-

“Present petition is under Section 438 Cr.P.C. for
seeking anticipatory bail to the petitioner in case FIR
No.46 dated 21.05.2022 registered under Sections
354/452/506 IPC and and Section 8 of POCSO Act
(added later on) at Police Station Bhadson, District
Patiala.

Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that initially,
the case was registered under Sections 354/452 & 506
IPC and the petitioner was granted pre-arrest bail by
this Court in terms of order dated 06.09.2022 passed in
CRM-M-25193-2022. The complainant/victim is a
married lady. She had not specified her age in the initial
statement on the basis whereof FIR has been registered
and the offence under Section 8 of POCSO Act has been
added after a period of more than six months.

Notice of motion.

Ms. Ruchika Sabherwal, DAG, Punjab accepts notice on
behalf of the respondent-State. On instructions from ASI
Gurpreet Singh, learned State counsel submits that the
victim was aged about 17 years and 04 months at the
time of occurrence and the offence under Section 8 of the
POCSO Act was added on 17.01.2023. However, it has
not been disputed that the petitioner was granted
anticipatory bail at the earlier instance and at the time
of recording of the statement of the complainant on the

2023.08.18 15:49
| attest to the accuracy and

integrity of th

is document



2023:PHHC:106982
CRM-M-18051-2023 -2-

basis whereof FIR was registered, she had not specified
her age. It has also not been disputed that the
victim/complainant is a married person.

Adjourned to 14.08.2023.

Meanwhile, it is directed that in the event of arrest, the
petitioner be admitted on interim bail on furnishing bail
bonds to the satisfaction of the Arresting Officer subject
to the condition that he joins the investigation and
comply with other conditions as specified under Section
438(2) Cr.P.C.”

2. Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that the petitioner has
joined the investigation in pursuance of interim directions.

3. On instructions from SI Gurjit Singh, learned State counsel has not
disputed the aforesaid factual aspects and also submits that the petitioner has
joined the investigation and his custodial interrogation is not required.

4, In view of the aforesaid submissions, the order dated 17.04.2023,

granting interim bail to the petitioner is made absolute.

5. The petition is allowed.
18.08.2023 (VIVEK PURI)
renubala JUDGE

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