THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE C. PRAVEEN KUMAR

CRIMINAL PETITION No.12545_ OF 2016

ORDER:

Heard the learned counsel for the petitioner and the learned Public

Prosecutor.

2. The present Criminal Petition came to be filed by the

petitioner/Accused under Sections 437 and 439 Cr.P.C, seeking

enlargen bail i i ith Cri No.240 of 2016 of
Vikaraba anga-Reddyy DiStrict offences
punishak eCtion.354 kl PC and' £Sgdtior 31 e SC/ST
(POA) Ac

3. Tl e ‘of thepre ftieg-8as unden:

Tl rmant,, By na Amgoth- lafitha (v s three
children A shand=died|iive-"years” prio ncident.
Since fe O~theTineident e accl low her,
visit her thus, on

01.08.2016 ai 6:00 A.\i., the accused Is aileged io nave gone to her
house and caught hold of her hand by using criminal force with an
intention to outrage her modesty. When she raised alarm, her
neighbours rushed to the spot and on seeing them, the accused
escaped. Basing on these allegations the present crime came to be

registered.

4. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the allegations

in the report are all false; that all the material witnesses were
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examined and the informant is ready to withdraw the report by

threatening her with his criminal background.

5. Learned Public Prosecutor opposed the same contending that
the petitioner is involved in another case vide Crime No.346 of 2016
of Vikarabad Police Station registered for the offence punishable
under Section 302 IPC and he might have forced the victim to

withdraw the complaint.

6. Tl possibitity=-efiC /ithdraw
the rep by fer-canneinbe;Fited oubs . Since
the inve n As still gk threshold - thgy reduest stitioner
cannot | sidered @tfthis siegen
7. A gly, the 'Criminal Patition i5idrsmissed berty to
the peti ‘enew:iiis requestjlater
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