
 
 

 
 

Serial No. 01          

Supplementary List 

 

HIGH COURT OF MEGHALAYA 

AT SHILLONG 

 
 

Crl. Petn. No. 29 of 2024 

                    Date of Order: 08.05.2024 
 

Miss C    Vs.  State of Meghalaya & 2 Ors.      
 

Coram: 

  Hon’ble Mr.  Justice B. Bhattacharjee, Judge 
 

Appearance: 

For the Petitioner/Appellant(s) :    Ms. O.A.I Bang, Adv. with 

   Mr. L. Nghaka, Adv. (VC) 

    

For the Respondent(s)  :   Mr. A.H. Kharwanlang, Addl. Sr.GA. 

       

  

 Heard Ms. O.A.I. Bang, learned counsel for the petitioner.  

 Issue notice returnable in three weeks. 

 Mr. A.H. Kharwanlang, learned Addl. Sr. GA appears for the 

respondents No. 1 and 2 and as such no formal notice is called for in 

respect of the said respondents. However, petitioner shall take steps for 

service of notice upon the respondent No.3 within two days. 

  Heard learned counsels on the interim prayer. It is submitted by 

the learned counsel for the petitioner that the impugned FIR dated 

29.04.2024, registered as FIR No. 53(4) of 2024 under Section 506 IPC 

and Section 8 POCSO Act, has been filed by respondent No. 3 as a 

counter blast to the FIR filed by the petitioner and the same is aimed at 



 
 

 
 

harassing the petitioner without any justifiable cause.  

 A bare perusal of the statement made in the criminal petition and 

the materials on record reveal that there exist 2(two) FIRs filed by the 

petitioner and the respondent No.3 respectively. The FIR dated 

20.04.2024 was filed by the petitioner and the FIR dated 29.04.2024 was 

filed by the respondent No.3. The content of both the FIRs indicate that 

they are related to the same incident, while the FIR dated 20.04.2024 

narrates the version of the petitioner and the FIR dated 29.04.2024 

reveals the version of the respondent No.3. It is stated by the learned 

Addl. Sr. GA that both the FIR were filed before the authorities under the 

Rynjah Police Station and are being investigated by the police officers 

discharging duties under the jurisdiction of the same police station.  

 In view of the above position, this Court is of the opinion that no 

case has been made out for staying the proceedings initiated on the basis 

of the FIR dated 29.04.2024. However, taking into consideration the 

factual aspect of the matter, at the interim, it is provided that till the 

returnable date no coercive action be taken against the petitioner by the 

investigating authority. The petitioner shall also extend her cooperation 

with the investigating authority. 

 List this matter after 3(three) weeks. 

 

 

                    

                                            Judge 
 

Meghalaya 

08.05.2024 
    “N.Swer, Stenographer, Gr-II”  


