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Cr.M.P. NO. @ /2014

- PETITIONER
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RESPONDENTS

7/\\;\d\ s
\5\‘

Ku. Ranu Chandrakar D/o Ramesh
Chandrakar, aged about 17 year,
through natural guardian her father
Ramesh Chandrakar S/o Ramtahal
Chandrakar aged about 42 years, R/o
V111age Mathanlkala,_ Po_lice Station
Pipariya, Distfict Kabirdhamr C.G.

(Prosecutrix)

VERSUS

1.

State of ~ Chhattisgarh, thi'ough: the
Dis'trict Magistrate/Station  House
Officer, Police Station Pipariya, District
Kabirdham C.G. (Non-Applicant )

2. Anil Bauddh S/o Asharam Bauddh,

aged about 26 years, R/o Dhauraband,
Tahsil Kabirdham, Civil & Revenue
- District Kabirdham C.G. (Applicant)

CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS PETITION [/ APPLICATION
/

UNDER SECTION 439 {2) OF Cr.P.C.

This petit{g;--is being filed for cancellation of bail order

-
dated 272014 passed in M.Cr.C. No. 2944/2014 by this

Hon’ble Court. A copy of order dated 2. 72014 is annexed

herewith as Annexure P/l
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- $.B.: Hon'ble Shri Justice

31.10. 2014

notice of the Court by

- spelt in the case diary t

Shri Rakesh Pandey,

P. Sam Koshy

Advocate for the petitioner.

Shri  Sanjeev Kurpar -Agrawal,"--‘PL for _-_th'e State/

respondent.

By W'ay of -the instapt peti_tio_n, the petiti'onef_ has sought

02.07.2014 in M.Cr.C. No.
Counsel for the peti

the respondent no. 2 may

- for cancellation of bail granted to the 'respondent-No. 2 {(Anil

" Bauddh) which was granted by this Court vide order dated

p944/2014.
fioner submits that the'b'ai!-granted to

be cancelled on two grounds. Firstly,'

the certain substantial material have not been brought to the

the prosecution in the course of

argume'nt when the respandent no. 2 was granted bail by this

Court.

Secondly, after the fespondent No.2 was released on balil,

prosecutrix and for which

the respondent No. 2 lhas been persistently troubling the

the complaint has also been lodged

before the Police authoritigs for which he was arrested and later

on released on bail in a dif
However, consideri

case, particularly the mar

different 'places and hs

respondent No. 2. | do n

ferent M.Cr.C.

ng the facts and circumstances of the
;ner in which the prosecution story is
at of the prosecutrix having gone to
ving physical relationship with the |

ot find any good grounds' have been
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raised by the counsel for[the petitioner for cancel'lati.on of the

bail of:respohdent_No.Q_. |

_Similerly, .the_'s_ec.oﬁd ground also -does"not find any

_~strength .fo:*t'h'e'rea'soh the e[leged complaint made to the police

"'authorltxes was on behalf of the father of the prosecutrix and

_'that there 1s no, substantbl materlal that the prosecutrix has

mf_act made __c_:om_plal‘rjt_ghef_se_lf to__.the pohce authorities in this

. 're'gard',;itf:ap.peé-rs_""t_ha‘t_t'h.:el. father--gﬁf-the’ girl is trying to implicate

the respon’d_en{ NoZon 'accn:'eunt' of "t'h'e intimacy that the

prosecutrix has deve'l‘oped Wlth the respendent No. 2

For the forgomg reason_—, the appiication moved by the-

| petitioner under sectlon 439(2) of CrP.C. is rejected.

Accordlngly, the -.s_arr g'is rejected.

P. Sam Koshy
Judge
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