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102 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-53276-2024
Date of decision: 24.10.2024

Surinder Singh ....Petitioner
Versus

State of Punjab and another ...Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARPREET SINGH BRAR

Present:  Mr. Davinder Singh Saini, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Subhash Godara, Addl.A.G., Punjab.

HARPREET SINGH BRAR, J. (ORAL)

The present petition has been filed under Section 482 of Bharatiya
Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023 seeking anticipatory bail in case bearing FIR
No.66 dated 06.08.2024 under Sections 115(2)/117(2)/85/190 of BNS, 2023
registered at Police Station Sadar Rupnagar, District Rupnagar.

Learned counsel for the petitioner inter alia contends that the
petitioner has been falsely implicated in the present case. He further submits
that the entire family has been entangled in the FIR (supra) and all other
accused have been granted the concession of anticipatory bail by the learned
Additional Sessions Judge, Rupnagar. It is further submitted that the marriage
between the parties had taken place in the year 2020 and since marriage, there
was no complaint against the petitioner with regard to any harassment on
account of demand of dowry. Further, there is delay of seven days in the
registration of the FIR (supra). The petitioner and his wife has initially

compromised the matter and filed a joint petition under Section 13-B of the
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Hindu Marriage Act seeking dissolution of marriage by way of mutual consent
and the statement of the complainant/respondent No.2 as well as the petitioner
was recorded on the first motion and she has even received Rs.3 lakh out of the
settled amount and, thereafter, the entire family of the petitioner has been
falsely implicated.

The learned State counsel on instructions from ASI Baljeet Singh,
submits that there are serious and specific allegations against the petitioner and
it is not the case of simplicitor case of dowry harassment. The complainant was
five months’ pregnant when she was beaten up. Further, there are allegations of
giving injuries to the complainant and one of the injuries has been declared as
grievous in nature. The complainant suffered a fracture on her nose and the
petitioner has attributed these injuries.

Having heard learned counsel for the parties and on perusal of the
records, keeping in view the nature of allegations and the specific attributions
to the petitioner, this Court finds no merit to grant anticipatory bail to the

petitioner and thus, the present petition is hereby dismissed.
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