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Inre: An Application for Bail under Section 483 of the
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corresponding to Section 439 of the Code of Criminal
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Women PS case no.25 of 2025 dated 18.03.2025 under
Sections 69, 118(1) and 351(2) of the Bharatiya Nyaya
Sanhita, 2023.
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The bail prayer of the petitioner is taken up for

consideration.

It is submitted by the learned advocate appearing on behalf
of the petitioner that the petitioner has been falsely
implicated in this case. He refers to the statement of the

victim recorded under Section 183 of the Bharatiya Nagarik



Suraksha Sanhita, 2023 as well as the statement of PW 1
recorded at the trial. It is submitted that there are material
contradictions in the two statements. Learned advocate for
the petitioner also relies upon the medical examination
report of the victim. According to him, the victim did not
disclose the name of the assailant or that she was raped by
the petitioner at the time of her medical examination.
Learned advocate for the petitioner further submits that
the petitioner is a law abiding citizen. The instant case has

been falsely filed with a motive to keep him in custody.

Learned advocate for the State opposes the prayer for bail.
He relies upon various materials in the case diary including
the statement of the victim recorded under Section 183 of
the Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023 as well as the

medical examination report of the victim.

Learned advocate appearing on behalf of the de facto
complaint / victim submits that the petitioner happens to
be of a desperate character and his associates have been
threatening the victim. He refers to a writ petition where
the victim was directed to be provided with police
protection by this Court. Learned advocate for the
petitioner also relies upon the order passed by this Court
in the previous bail application filed on behalf of the
petitioner. He submits that in such order also, this Court

noted the statement made out by the victim against the



petitioner and consequently, there was a direction upon the
Superintendent of Police to provide police assistance to the

victim.

Having heard the submissions made on behalf of the
parties, it transpired that the petitioner is alleged to have
taken money from the victim on the plea of providing job
which he ultimately could not provide. When that money
was demanded back by the victim, it is alleged that, the
petitioner took the victim to an abandoned place and

committed rape upon the her.

So far as the victim recorded her statement under Section
183 of the Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023 where
she supported her case as made out in the First
Information Report lodged by her. Although, the victim
happens to be a married lady, nevertheless medical report
of the victim speaks of rapture of hymen. The order passed
in CRM(M) 106 of 2025 which has been annexed with this
application goes to show that there were allegations of
threat by the petitioner for which the victim was provided
with police assistance. Similar allegations were made by the
victim in the writ petition and in the said writ petition also,

the victim was provided with police assistance.

Besides the aforesaid facts and circumstances, it is
reported that the trial of the case is in an advance stage.

Two out of twelve prosecution witnesses including the de



10.

11.

facto complainant have been examined. It is submitted on
behalf of the de facto complainant that since the case diary
is lying with the learned counsel representing the State
before this Court, further witnesses could not be examined.
Even today the case is fixed for recording evidence of the

prosecution witnesses before the learned Trial Court.

Considering the stage of the trial, the nature of allegations
and also taking into account the other facts and
circumstances of the case, I am not inclined to enlarge the

petitioner on bail.
Hence, the prayer for bail is rejected.
Accordingly, CRM(M) 317 of 2025 stands disposed of.

Urgent certified copy of this order, if applied for, be
supplied to the parties upon compliance of all necessary
formalities.

( Md. Shabbar Rashidi, J.)



