Neha

2024 PHHC 161434 §

103 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-60710-2024
Date of decision: 04.12.2024

Beant Singh ....Petitioner
Versus

State of Punjab ...Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARPREET SINGH BRAR

Present: =~ Mr. Anurag Arora, Advocate
for the petitioner.

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

Mr. Vishal Sharda, Advocate
for the complainant.

HARPREET SINGH BRAR, J. (ORAL)

The present petition has been filed under Section 482 of BNSS
seeking anticipatory bail in case bearing FIR No0.0068 dated 26.08.2024 under
Section 376(AB)/506 of IPC and Section 6 of POCSO Act (Amended) 2012,
2019, registered at Police Station Balianwali, District Police Bathinda.

Learned counsel for the petitioner inter alia contends that the
father of the complainant is a drug addict and the elder brother of the petitioner
is a bachelor who is owner of 5-6 acres of land and FIR (supra) has been
registered only to usurp his property by one Gurlal Singh and the petitioner has
been falsely implicated in the present case at his behest. He further submits
that during investigation, the statements of all concerned including the
complainant/prosecutrix, her mother and father have been recorded by the
Deputy Superintendent of Police and all of them have specifically stated that
they have got this FIR registered due to some misconception and the

investigation is complete, as such, custodial interrogation of the petitioner
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would not require.

Learned counsel appearing for the complainant submits that he has
no objection in case, the petitioner is granted anticipatory bail.

Per contra, the learned State counsel opposes the prayer made by
learned counsel for the petitioner on the ground that the petitioner is 45 years of
age and victim/prosecutrix was merely 13 years of age and petitioner has been
sexually abusing the prosecutrix for the last one and a half years. He further
submits that she has made a specific allegation against the petitioner, even
when her statement was recorded by the jurisdictional Magistrate under Section
164 Cr.P.C., she has reiterated her allegations of rape and sexual abuse against
the petitioner.

Having heard learned counsel for the parties and without
commenting anything on the merits of the case lest it may prejudice the case of
either party, this Court is not inclined to grant the concession of anticipatory

bail to the petitioner and thus, the present petition is hereby dismissed.
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