HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN
BEMCH AT JAIPUR

S.B. Criminal Miscellaneous Ball Application No. 13245/2019
Shankarla! Jangid S/o Mr. Dwarka Prasad Bfc Janald, Rfo Kotdi

Luharwas Ps Khandela Dist. Sikar Rajl. (Accused In Custody AL
Dist. lail Neem Ka Thana Sikar)

-~--Pefitioner
Versus
State Of Rajasthan, Through Pp _
Ly ﬁ_‘u -1"".1‘; ;._ ;;’I"q.: .

<% WA 2agt e 2, --—-Respondent
For F‘etitimnér“?f- M. Vijay Singh Poonia - fa
Far Respcrntlent{s} ¢ Mr. Ganesh Saini, PP 1 __'f_,";
For Enmp“ﬁ:mant : Mr Vikram Yadav T

o — e . e e [ S & i

r
v

& Ephcatmn under Section

i&

1 £ .,d x
439 of Cr.E.C. U }%fg i
P oA ok

i

aral,

h.l-: T
i'h

2. FLERE. No. 255!2%5) i ';'_éi;s;, @}t&i‘ed at Police Station
PR

§ SRy A 4
Khandela, District Slka%r{urt:r h,ce? {1 “n"ﬁﬂctmn 452, 3756, 341
e el g
%{f '”’*‘:fﬁ‘ o
and 323 IPC. s v AT
TLIH 7 ‘“"“‘““'r.i

3. It is contended t:w counsel for the petitioner that the
prosecutrix is a married lady aged about 30 years. As per the FIR,
she was having relations with the pefitioner for the last more than

one year. There is an inordinate delay in lodging the FIR.

4. Counsel for the complainant has opposed the bail application,
It is contended that the charge sheet has been filed under section

299 CrR.C. against the petitioner.
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5. I have consldered the contenticns.

6. {Considering the cententions put forth by counsel for the

petitioner, I deem it proper to allow the bail application.

7. This bail application 1s accordingly allowed and it s directed
that accused petitioner shall be released on bail pm'uridf-.i:li he
furnishes a personal bond in the sum of Rs.1,00,000/- (Rupees
one lakh only) tcrgether mth,-g'éfm furgt}eS in the surn of 50,000/-
(Rupees Ffb,r T’gﬂusané only) ﬂach. to thE satisfaction of the

e
learned I:r[af‘g:rmt with the stipulation that he shall ei“p‘:fpear hefore

o7

that Codr rtﬂand any courl to which the matter Is transfs rad an all

subsequent dates of hearing and .Eusf and when called upon to do

=10 8

Brijech 42,




