$~44 59 & 60 | :
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o promlse to marry her he developed physwal relat1ons w1th her on several

T occas10nS On 26th August 2016 prosecutrlx narrated all the facts to her

o S_ariya'- F'aran - 'th’é' 's'_ame' day, .. . .. .
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s The pet1t10ners are related to each other Muneeb Ahmad 1s the cousm

e "'-lof Tar1que The prosecutr1x/compla1nant is also related to Tarlque The srster T

. 'of the complamant 1s marrted to the brother of Tarlque R o o

It is noted that on the complamt of prosecutrlx/complamant FIR't"

o "E“"No 197/2016 under Sectlon 376 IPC, reglstered on 27th August 2016 at PS

. 4-';-:'\"'-','Chandn1 Mahal The FIR was reg1stered one day after the marr1age of

A -

"'_Muneeb The prosecutrlx/complamant alleged in the FIR that Muneeb
:"--'.'i .--'~developed frlendly relatlons w1th her and promlsed to marry her He told

o Iher that he had already spoken to h1s famlly i thlS regard By extendmg a '}:.:7-'

v .'\.

i -parents and thereafter they went to Muneeb’s house fo talk w1th hlS fam1ly
.. ._:...';members about the mkah However they decllned to marry Muneeb w1th

. _jfher, ;nasmuc__h ;mtjprmegij tha_t'-Mune.eb.. had -perfo'rm_ed _-nzkalz,,w1thrhlsf;;cousl.n,

. \

In the sa1d case, \the pet1t10ne1 Muneeb was granted antlclpatory ba1l

l

by the learned Add1t10nal Sess1ons Judge on' 1St September 2016 However -
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- the antlc1patory ball of the pet1t1oner has been cancelled by the leamed

| ‘ 'j-.Add1t1onal\Sesswns Judge v1de order dated 17th October 2016 passed 1n ba1l

LT :_":appl1cat1on Nos 75228/2016 1n v1ew of the reg1strat10n of subsequent FIR

T No 108/2016 under Sectlons 354/354(A)/195A/506/34 IPC reglstered at

- PS Jama MaSJld Delh1 on 17th September 2016 on the complamt of

:.\ :'-"‘bottles Muneeb opened the bottle and poured the 11qu1d on her whlch

R -.smelled llke kerosene 01l Thereafter Muneeb and Tarlque ran away

l

| :':'7 prosecutrrx In th1s FIR the prosecutrlx has alleged that on 17th September
2016 she was retumlng from her aunt’s house at about 5 30 pm and when
she reached near Balak Mata Centre two boys caught hold of her neck |
-‘:5.;'.'-j'wh1ch she 1dent1ﬁed as Muneeb and Tarrque and they asked her to w1thdraw "

'"‘f:':\'-.the rape case When she refused to w1thdraw the case Muneeb caught her

oo : : l

o 'gby her throat and slapped her and also touched her chest She ran away but K .

' ._":'Muneeb and Tarlque came atter her They were carrymg plastlc thumbs up

_(

Learned counsel for the petltloners submlts that the petltloners have

K "been falsely 1mpl1cated w1th a’ v1ew to get the ant1c1patory ball of the

..‘.‘

pet1t10ner Muneeb cancelled No act has been ass1gned to Tarlque except

that he was present w1th Muneeb Muneeb was 1n h1s ofﬁce tlll 5 15 pm

and th1s fact has already been verlﬁed by the Investlgatlng Ofﬁcer from the

RN




' ',"been lodged _' _, R

. \ . .-_' -

S :,l",-'sen1or ofﬁcers of tne bank rvfuneeb had suffcred 1nJury 1n h1s left hand

J .

.j_'_- wh1ch was plastered on 16th September, 2016 Thus Muneeb could nOt have

caught hold of the neck of the prosecutnx/complamant and slapped her

PR

- 1_ ,I 51multaneously, as has been alleged by her The med1cal prescrlptlons have

.- -"'\“'also been placed on record

e

; .?',It‘ is- further.-, f'submitte'd"- 'that--'-the '--prosecutrix an'd"he‘r family-"turned"'-""'f

-:,_;—_-“ :1n1m1cal towards the pet1t1oners and the1r fam1ly( srnce they had refused to "

L ',,marry Muneeb w1th her and Muneco had marr1ed Sarya Faran Therefore

e approach th1s Court by way of two wr1t pet1t1ons that is, WP(Crl) NOS
' '."'2649/2016 and 2624 on 7 September 2016 much pr1or to the lodgmg

o .j,-"of the second FIR Only thereafter as a counterblast the present FIR has

Keeplng in v1ew the facts and c1rcumstances as noted above 1t is

. |

3 -?_Rs 50 000/— each w1th one surety of the l1ke amount to the satlsfactlon of

S - the Arrestmg Ofﬁcer/Investlgatmg Cfﬂcer/Statlon House Ofﬁcer concemed

o they started threatenlng the petltloners and the1r other relatrves, yvho have to

: _';‘ordered that petltloners Muneeb and Tar1que in case of the1r arrest be ‘_ '

\ 'l'_.released on ball suojcc. to th,lr rL;I'I'llShlIlg personal bonds 1n the sum of



0

" the pending. appliqa'tions'-a're‘-alse dispo_sed of..

The order 1mpugned in the cr1m1nal rev151on pet1t10n dated 17“’.

October, 2016 is also set. a31de The ant1c1patory ball granted by the learned

. _Add1t1ona1 Sesswns Judge in FIR No 197/2016 under Sectlon 376 IPC =

reglstered at PS: Chandm Mahal is restored

All the thr'ee petltl.e.n_s_ are. dls;?o'sed of in the above terrns. Dasti. All

o e - AKPATHAK,J
OCTOBER 26, 2016 . -
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