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Bail Matters
STATE Vs.
FIR no. .

]
U/s 354/354A/376 PC

Ld Add. PP for: the State.

P Mr. )
Sh. [ Counsel for apphcant/accused
Prosecutrix in person alongwith Sh. Ld.
Counsel.
[10/S1 in person.

resent bail application under Section 439 Cr.P.C,

the applicant/accused is seeking regular bail on the ground that
That the averments made in

By filing the p

app]icanf./accused is in JC since
d conclusion that the victim out of

the FIR clearly gives the inferences an
ithout and kind of threat,

her free will and consent voluntarily -and w1

undue influences developed the physica] and

pressure, force, coercion,
r FIR has

) relationship with the applicant herein and victim in he

Sexua
here the sexual relationship on 4 occasions and she was fully

mentioned

aware about the con
contact of the applicant in the month of the December, 2020 and the .

Applicant/accused has been

sequences of her act as per the FIR she came in

present FIR has been lodged on
[alsely implicated in the present case and nothing to do with the present

case, as applicant/accused has not committed any offence as alleged by

prosecution.
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Reply had already been filed on behalf of 1O.
Ld. APP strongly opposed the baj] application,

Heard. Perused.

During hearing, Ld. Counsel submitted that the applicant/accused

falsely implicated in the present case as cleared from the documents

placed on record at page no. 10 (Office order no. and 11

(Attendance Register). The complaint of the complainant falsified as

renewal of th " HFP is valid w.e.f. /'to

and so far as the allegation in respect to the alleged offence dated
are concerned as per attendance register of the SDM

concerned, she has hold the Spam at his work place as cleared from the

attendance register and relied upon the judgment of Hon'ble Allahabad

High Court in the matter of “Vishnu v. State of UP; Crl Appeal no.

204/2021” and Judgment of Hon'ble High court of Delhi in the matter
of “Laishram Premila Devi & Ors. v. The State & Ors., Cri M. C. No.

53472021
On being enquired, since it has been alleged that the prosecutrix

has been called, therefore, it is being enquired from the prosecutrix how

she had been called then she replied that she had been called through

mobile phone, consequently, it is being further enquired from the IO that

whether IO has seized the mobile phone of the accused and any
investigation has been done from the mobile phone of the Prosecutrix or

whether at the time of arrest, the mobile phone has taken into custody

een taken PC remand, then IOE:?,
t.
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that phon
e ol i
the applicant/accused has not been taken into cust
y other social

ody or

seized becaus
¢ the messages/chats on whatsapp or an

media can nol
be retrieved from the service provider as ‘all the chats have

the accused as well
the CDR of the mobile

already
y been stated (0 be deleted by as prosecutrix,

however, it is submitted that she has applied for
nsc to the report h

neerned, no proper

icant/accused. In respo aving been

phone of the appli
(iled by her without forwarding by SHO/Inspector co

reply has been given.
as keeping in

. and had

facts and circumstances as well

ing in JC since
d, as such no further

Considering the
e accused has runn
mand as submitted,
sed 18 requlred h
ail on furnishing

vicw that since th
1 taken in PC re
f the applicant/accy
d is granted b
ith one surety of the like

never beel
ence in the

custodial inlcrrooation o
e apphcant/accuse

interest of justic
d for a sum of Rs. 40, 000/- w1

pcrsonal bon
ed shall mot

{ Applicant/accus try t0 contact OF

amoun

pl’OSCCUU’lX in any manner.

Let the conduct of the IO
tions, application

be sent to the DCP concerned.

js disposed off.
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