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HIGH COURT OF MADHYA PRADESH
1 M.Cr.C.No.23551/2021
(Rinku Vs. State of M.P.)

Gwalior Bench:Dated -21/05/2021

Shri D.S. Tomar, learned counsel for the applicant.

Shri Inder Ashthana, learned PL for the respondent/State.

Matter is heard through Video Conferencing.

The applicant has filed this first bail application u/S.439
Cr.P.C for grant of bail. Applicant has been arrested on 09-02-
2021 by Police Station Bamorekalan, District Shivpuri in
connection with Crime No0.36/2021 registered for offence
punishable under Sections 376, 506 of IPC.

It is the submission of learned counsel for the applicant that
false case has been registered against him and he is suffering
confinement since 09-02-2021 whereas charge-sheet has already
been filed. It is a case of delayed FIR where FIR was registered
after 20 days of occurrence of incident. It is a case of detected
adultery at best. Medical report belies the allegations and no
external and internal injury has been sustained by the prosecutrix.
He is a boy of aged 19 years and undertakes to perform
community service to purge his misdeed, if any, and to make
course correction in life. Confinement amounts to pretrial
detention, specially when applicant does not bear any criminal

record and when second wave of COVID -19 pandemic is
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existing. He further undertakes not to be source of embarrassment
and harassment to the complainant party in any manner and
would not move in the vicinity of complainant party and would
cooperate in trial. He further undertakes to abide by all the terms
and conditions of guidelines, circulars and directions issued by
Central Government, State Government as well as Local
Administration regarding measures in respect of COVID-19
Pandemic and maintain hygiene in the vicinity while keeping
physical distancing. Thus, prayed for bail.

Counsel for the State opposed the prayer and prayed for
dismissal of the bail application.

Heard learned counsel for the parties at length through VC
and considered the arguments advanced by them.

Considering the fact situation of the case and looking to the
challenging time of COVID-19 pandemic, but without
commenting on the merits of the case, it is hereby directed that
the applicant shall be released on bail, on his furnishing personal
bond of Rs.50,000/- (Rupees Fifty Thousand only) alongwith
one solvent surety of like amount to the satisfaction of trial
Court.

This order will remain operative subject to compliance of
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the following conditions by the applicants :-

1.The applicant will comply with all the terms and
conditions of the bond executed by him,;

2. The applicant will cooperate in the investigation/trial, as
the case may be;

3. The applicant will not indulge himself in extending
inducement, threat or promise to any person acquainted with the
facts of the case so as to dissuade them from disclosing such facts
to the Court or to the Police Officer, as the case may be;

4. The applicant shall not commit an offence similar to the
offence of which he is accused;

5. The applicant will not be a source of embarrassment or
harassment to the complainant party in any manner and applicant
will not seek unnecessary adjournments during the trial;

6. The applicant will not leave India without previous
permission of the trial Court/Investigating Officer, as the case
may be;

7. Applicant shall not be source of harassment and
embarrassment to the complainant party in any manner and

shall not move in their vicinity.

8. Uag gNT I8 AR fhar e g & emdsa 02 uiel &1
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(@aHd dig N e ]9 9rel Us qEr i/ diua o9

U$) YT BT qAT S 37U M USI H Ul Bl Il Bl
T BRAT BN ISP Urel GRIAT X8 A | ATdah DI I8 bl
g & 9 daa dei &1 aman o, afes I dwer A 3T S |

“gEARIGUT & W1, ANl qETIdS B IAMEEH
THAA: 6—8 WIc »d Ulgd /US] Bl 3—4 BIc TSI D
SR T1f 9 oy & QUi fAefia 81 | | srurer g
A & forg, smagd a1 ReEr f5d om &1 ’iFie | 30 A &
AR Hefe foaRy <Irmed & JHer gell /diel & 9T & |

BIST IR BHRAT BN | TN, fdaROT & HHUA Tb B A
HEE W Aded B gRT AR RTe™ © |Ee yafa Rurd
TR Pl ST |

gell @1 I W FARE @1 R =rarerd &1 dad @
Hifh YIEROT &R & PHROT AG AR &1d TR & 3R A1
U & IR H 3fdesd gRI fewrg g fbil 1 <foRarl &1
IOR 3fETST &l PR Hhdl & WY Tdged Bl UST &bl Wfl
3R 3fdedh gRT AUTAT & Hae H Yeb RUIC UK R & foly
R fhar ST € Ud sfdes gRI fbd T Jgure &l U
Jerftg RUe s9 el & 978 & o A8 H (T O
Tl & forg) & SR o 6 e o & ofaeia v
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ST |

AR H AT Ul I 9T H AMdGdH DI 3R F B T

PIg W TP AMAGH Bl STHMT DI ™ ol | dfd dR Favell o |

JMdEdH I AU TG & IqF W 39 Ul /Usi BT Aud
P WdIdT 8RN, AR T8 9 AU T UST B ST M AT IS

SIThY Vel HRAT agdl 8, dl I8 3Ud W & IF W I8 He

P o) wd= 8N |

39 RTd gRT g8 e U 9dieror yavor & dix
R fag v F arfe f@ar ik 8 @ AR &1 ufoer,
Yol U4 Ypfd & U1 UHIGR B & Aedq 4 Ao
W a1 S ga | adq9= 4 A9 ¥ & asasd
AT S WU A AL Al UH Yd O I UYdid bl faeia
I DI AETHAT & Hifd Ig 999 Sfilad @1 a9
ygferar @ 3R w4 IR &1 991 @A & fag g1
gSiifad s 3Mawds 2 |

“qg YATH Hdel Udb 98 & A9 BT YT 7 B dfed

U6 fIaR & 3G &1 2 "

Jg e Aded @ gNT Wa: Fdd I TS SIS
|qT B 3WT & SRV A 7 2 o wWfes 2

Application stands allowed and disposed of.



Anil*
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E- copy of this order be sent to the trial Court concerned
for compliance, if possible, for the office of this Court.

Certified copy/ e-copy as per rules/directions.

(Anand Pathak)
V.Judge



