
THE HON' BLE Dr . JUSTI CE SHAMEEM AKTHER  

Cr im in a l  Pet i t ion  No .1 1 6 9 8  o f  2 0 1 7  

ORDER:  

 
 

 This Crim inal Pet it ion, under Sect ion 438 of the Code of 

Crim inal Procedure, 1973, is filed by the pet it ioner/ accused, for 

grant  of ant icipatory bail in the event  of his arrest  in Crim e 

No.988 of 2017 on the file of the Banjarahills Police Stat ion, 

Hyderabad Dist r ict , registered for the offences punishable under 

Sect ions 417, 420, 493 of I .P.C. 

 

2 . Heard Sri T.Niranjan Reddy, learned senior counsel 

appearing for Sri T.Nagarjuna Reddy, learned counsel for the 

pet it ioner/ accused, learned Addit ional Public Prosecutor 

represent ing the respondent -State and perused the record. 

 

3 . The learned senior counsel appearing for the 

pet it ioner/ accused would subm it  that  the de- facto com plainant  is 

a foreign return wom an.  She worked in USA for 12 years.  

Thereafter, she cam e to I ndia and developed fr iendship with the 

pet it ioner/ accused.  Later, there was sexual intercourse between 

the part ies.  The pet it ioner/ accused has not  suppressed any 

m aterial inform at ion with regard to his first  m arr iage.  The 

pet it ioner/ accused did not  m ake the de- facto com plainant  

believe that  she is his lawfully wedded wife.  There is no elem ent  

of cheat ing.  Therefore, no offence is m ade out  for Sect ions 417, 

420 of I .P.C.  No prim a facie case is m ade out  for the offence 

punishable under Sect ion 493 of I .P.C.  The pet it ioner/ accused is 

working as Senior Execut ive Engineer in Gallium  Arsenide 
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Enabling Technology Cent re, DRDO, Minist ry of Defence, 

Governm ent  of I ndia.  The pet it ioner/ accused is ready and 

willing to abide by any condit ions that  m ay be im posed by this 

Court  and ult im ately prayed to allow the applicat ion. 

 

4 . On the other hand, the learned Addit ional Public Prosecutor 

opposed the grant  of bail to the pet it ioner/ accused stat ing that  

the pet it ioner/ accused deceived the de- facto com plainant  

without  disclosing his earlier m arr iage.  Under the guise of 

m aking the de- facto com plainant  to wear a r ing, the 

pet it ioner/ accused had sexual intercourse with her on several 

occasions.  Both the pet it ioner/ accused and the de- facto 

com plainant  visited several places.  Consequent ly, the de- facto 

com plainant  becam e pregnant , went  into depression and the 

pregnancy was term inated.  There is am ple record to show the 

const itut ion of offence under Sect ion 417, 420 and 493 of I .P.C.  

I t  is not  a fit  case to allow the pet it ion and ult im ately prayed to 

dism iss the applicat ion. 

 

5 . The m aterial on record reveals that  the de- facto 

com plainant  G.Manikya Veena, is a post  graduate in Master of 

Business Adm inist rat ion.  She worked for a period of 12 years in 

USA.  Thereafter, she returned to I ndia.   She started her own 

business.  She m et  the pet it ioner/ accused.  The 

pet it ioner/ accused took her cell phone num ber and started 

sending m essages to her.  The pet it ioner/ accused m et  the de-

facto com plainant  often and int roduced him self as a Scient ist  

working in DRDO and then, he revealed that  he is interested to 
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m arry her and also stated that  she can set t le down in I ndia with 

him .  The pet it ioner/ accused stated to the de- facto com plainant  

that  his parents are liv ing in New Delhi, he has unm arr ied 

sisters, they will not  accept  their  m arr iage and that  once they 

get  m arr ied, his parents will autom at ically accept  the de- facto 

com plainant  as their  daughter- in- law.  Thereafter, the 

pet it ioner/ accused took the de- facto com plainant  to a tem ple, 

gave her a r ing and stated that  m arr iage between him  and the 

de- facto com plainant  is perform ed and he will inform  about  the 

m arr iage to his parents later.  Thereafter, the pet it ioner/ accused 

had sexual intercourse with the de- facto com plainant  on several 

occasions.  The pet it ioner/ accused had also taken the de- facto 

com plainant  on tour to several places at  her expenses, stat ing 

that  he has financial const raints, m ade her to spend huge m oney 

and ult im ately one day, he revealed that  he is already m arr ied 

and convinced her that  his first  wife is liv ing in New Delhi and 

that  she does not  want  to stay in Hyderabad and that  he is 

planning to take divorce from  her.  I n the said process, he took 

an am ount  of Rs.1,00,000/ -  from the de- facto com plainant  and 

filed a divorce pet it ion in O.P.No.9059 of 2017 on 25.09.2017 

before the Fam ily Court , Ranga Reddy Dist r ict , under Sect ion 

13( i) (a)  of Hindu Marr iage Act , seeking divorce from  his first  

wife.  When the first  wife of the pet it ioner/ accused refused to 

give divorce to the pet it ioner/ accused, he deserted the de- facto 

com plainant , did not  lift  her calls and m ade it  clear that  he is not  

interested in the de- facto com plainant , abused her in filthy 

language and necked her out  from  his house.  Further, the 
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pet it ioner/ accused threatened the de- facto com plainant  that  if 

she resorts to give a com plaint , he would do away with her life 

and threatened further stat ing that  he would dest roy her fam ily.  

Having understood that  she was deceived, the de- facto 

com plainant  ult im ately lodged a report  with the police on 

28.10.2017.  Basing on the said report , the police have 

registered the instant  cr im e and the sam e is under invest igat ion. 

 

6 . There are specific and grave allegat ions against  the 

pet it ioner/ accused with regard to deceiving the de- facto 

com plainant  under the guise of m arr iage, having sexual 

intercourse on several occasions, m aking her pregnant  and 

suppression of the fact  about  his earlier m arr iage with another 

wom an.  Under these circum stances, it  cannot  be said that  the 

pet it ioner/ accused is an innocent  person and falsely im plicated in 

the case and that  the provisions of Sect ions 417, 420 and 

Sect ion 493 of I .P.C. has no applicat ion to the instant  case.  

Pet it ioner/ accused working as Senior Execut ive Engineer at  

Gallium  Arsenide Enabling Technology Cent re, DRDO, Minist ry of 

Defence, Governm ent  of I ndia cannot  be a ground to allow this 

applicat ion.  When the pet it ioner/ accused is holding such a 

responsible post , he could have acted in a responsible m anner 

and ought  not  to have sexually exploited the de- facto 

com plainant  under the guise of m arr iage, without  disclosing his 

earlier m arr iage and ought  not  to have secured Rs.1,00,000/ -  as 

hand loan from  the de- facto com plainant  and m ade her to spend 

huge am ount  on him .  Viewed from  any angle, it  is not  a fit  case 

to allow this applicat ion under Sect ion 438 of Cr.P.C. 
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7 . Accordingly, the Crim inal Pet it ion is dism issed.  

Miscellaneous pet it ions, if any, pending in this Crim inal 

Pet it ion, shall stand closed. 

 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

 

12 th Decem ber, 2017 
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