IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

BAIL APPLN. 1965/2017 & CRL.M.(BAIL) 1713/2017

ANURAGPANDEY .. Petitioner
Through:  Mr. Madhav Khurana, Adv.

versus

STATE L. Respondent
Through:  Mr. Raghuvinder Varma, APP for
State with SI Ranjana, PS Khyala.

CORAM:

HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE ANU MALHOTRA
ORDER

% 05.12.2017

Copy of the supplementary charge-sheet under Section 173 (8)
dated 15.11.2017 has been submitted on behalf of the State. On behalf
of the applicant it has been contended that the prosecutrix and the
applicant were in a relationship for a period of 4 years and that there are
conversations between them on the mobile phone as also admitted by
the prosecutrix.

As per the status report that has been submitted by the State, it
has been contended that the averments made in the FIR and the
statement recorded under 164 Cr.PC of the prosecutrix are to the effect
that the prosecutrix was at all times under fear and was forced to enter
into a relationship with the applicant.

The matter is informed to be at the stage of arguments on charge

before the learned trial Court. The IO of the case SI Ranjana is present



in court and in reply to a specific court query, has submitted that the
prosecutrix is about 22 years of age. The Investigating Officer further
states that the prosecutrix was an adult at the time of the commission of
alleged offence.

Without any observations on the merits or demerits of the case,
taking into account the long period of relationship between prosecutrix
and the applicant, the applicant is allowed to be released on bail on his
furnishing the bail bond of Rs. 1 lac and one surety of the like amount
to the satisfaction of the learned trial Court with direction that he shall
not leave the country without permission of the Court and shall not
intimidate the witnesses, and shall not tamper with the evidence in any
manner and shall not commit any offence whatsoever.

Copy of the order be given Dasti, under the signature of the
Court Master.

ANU MALHOTRA, J

DECEMBER 05, 2017
vm



