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113 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRA-S-3434-2024
Date of decision: 22.10.2024
Ravi Kumar ....Appellant
Versus

State of Haryana and another ...Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARPREET SINGH BRAR

Present: = Ms. Ekta Chauhan, Advocate
for the appellant.

Ms. Geeta Sharma, DAG, Haryana.

HARPREET SINGH BRAR, J. (ORAL)

The present appeal has been filed under Section 14-A of the
Scheduled Castes and Scheduled Tribes (Prevention of Atrocities) Act, 1989
against the order dated 23.08.2024 passed by the learned Additional Sessions
Judge, Fatehabad, whereby, the anticipatory bail application filed by the
appellant has been dismissed.

Learned counsel for the appellant inter alia contends that the
vague and baseless allegations have been levelled against the appellant and the
story set up by the prosecution is too far fetched and implausible and there is
unexplained delay of about one year in reporting the matter to the jurisdictional
police authorities. She further submits that the co-accused, namely, Kuldeep
Kumar, has been granted the concession of interim relief vide order dated

29.08.2024 passed in CRA-S-3557-2023 titled as ‘Kuldeep Kumar Vs. State of

Haryana and another’ (Annexure P-2).

Per contra, the learned State counsel on instructions from DSP

2024.10.22 16:42
| attest to the accuracy and
integrity of this document



CRA-S-3434-2024 .. -2-
Sanjay Kumar DSP Ratia, submits that there are serious and specific allegations
against the appellant and he has extorted Rs.2.50 lacs by threatening the
victim/prosecutrix for circulating her photographs and objectionable videos.
She further submits that the appellant has been declared as proclaimed offender
on 05.09.2024, as such, in view of the ratio of law as laid down by the Hon’ble

Supreme Court in ‘Lavesh v. State (NCT of Delhi)’, (2012) 8 SCC 730 and

‘Vipan Kumar Dhir v. State of Punjab and another’, 2021 (4) R.C.R.

(Criminal) 378, the pre arrest bail cannot be granted to the appellant.

Having heard learned counsel for the parties and after perusal of
the record, it transpires that the appellant has been declared as proclaimed
offender and as such, in view of the ratio of law laid down in Lavesh’s case

(supra) and Vipan Kumar Dhir’s case (supra), the present appeal is hereby

dismissed.
(HARPREET SINGH BRAR)
JUDGE
22.10.2024
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