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Date of decision: 11.12.2023
SUKHBIR SINGH ..PETITIONER
VERSUS
STATE OF PUNJAB +.RESPONDENT

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE VIVEK PURI

Present: Mr.Ramnish Puri, Advocate for the petitioner.

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

1. Petitioner is seeking anticipatory bail in the case bearing FIR No.68
dated 23.05.2023, under Sections 363/366-A/376/120-B IPC, 1860 and Section 6
of the Protection of Children from Sexual Offences Act, 2012, registered at Police
Station Bhikhiwind, District Tarn Taran.

2. Briefly, the FIR has been registered on the allegations that during the
intervening night of 11/12.05.2023, the victim who is aged about 15 %% years was
kidnapped by the petitioner on the pretext of solemnizing marriage with her.

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that delay of 12 days in
lodging the FIR. In her statement under Section 164 Cr.P.C, the victim has stated
that she was in relationship with the petitioner and physical relations were
developed with her own consent.

4. On the contrary, learned State counsel has opposed the bail application
on the score that the victim was aged about 15 % years and the consent on her
part, if any, is immaterial.

5. It is significant to note that FIR has been registered in the instant case
after a delay of about 12 days. The delay in lodging the FIR in cases of a minor
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cannot be termed to be of much significance at this stage. The effect of delay, if
any is to be seen during the course of trial. Moreover, in her statement under
Section 164 Cr.P.C, the victim has specifically and categorically stated that the
physical relations were developed with the petitioner though with her own
consent. The age of the victim is less than 18 years of age and her consent is in
the instant case is immaterial. The petitioner has allegedly enticed the victim who
is less than 18 years of age. The custodial interrogation of the petitioner is appears
to be essential for thorough probe and investigation of the case.
6. Keeping in view the entire circumstances and gravity of allegations, no
extraordinary circumstances are made out to extend the concession of pre-arrest

bail to the petitioner.

7. In view of the above, the present petition is dismissed.
11.12.2023 (VIVEK PURI)
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