NAFR
HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR

MCRCA No. 468 of 2021

e Vikash Patkar (Suryavanshi), S/o Shri Santosh patkar, aged
about 21 years, R/o Tifra, P.S. Sirgitti, District Bilaspur (C.G.)

---- Applicant

Versus

e State of Chhattisgarh - Through : Station House Officer,
Police Station Civil Line, District Bilaspur (C.G.)

---- Respondent

For Applicant : Mr. Neeraj Choubey, Advocate.
For Respondent. : Mr. B.P. Banjare, Dy. G.A.

Hon'ble Smt. Justice Rajani Dubey

Order on Board

29/06/2021

Proceeding through video conferencing.

1. This application under Section 438 of the Code of Criminal
Procedure has been filed by the applicant who s
apprehending his arrest in connection with Crime Number
44/2021 registered at Police Station - Civil Line, District
Bilaspur (C.G.) for the offence punishable under Sections 509
and 509-B of Indian Penal Code.

2. The allegation against the present applicant is that he
uploaded the complainant's photo in 'Full Entertainment
Group' citing her to be call girl along with her mobile number,
as a result of which she was getting calls from unknown
numbers. Based on this, offence has been registered against
the applicant.

3. Learned counsel for the applicant submits that the applicant

is innocent and has been falsely implicated in the crime in
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question. He further submits that the applicant is a student
and pursuing his study and if is arrested in the crime in
question, his life will be spoiled. He also submits that the
applicant is ready to abide by all the directions and
conditions which may be imposed upon him by the Hon'ble
Court while granting the anticipatory bail.
Counsel for the State however opposes the application for
anticipatory bail. Learned State counsel submits that it is the
applicant who has uploaded the photo of complainant on 'Full
Entertainment Group' in the name of call girl along with her
number and she was getting calls from unknown number.
| have heard learned counsel for the parties and perused the
record.
Considering the facts and circumstances of the case, nature
of offence and further considering the quality of evidence
against the applicant, I am not inclined to release the
applicant on anticipatory bail.
Accordingly, the application is rejected.

Sd/-

(Rajani Dubey)
Judge



