stclsear appheant has been aisel

s 15 an ‘applicalionufs 39 CrPC
dl applicant Seekin regular bail
© jpwas urged by lgatned:cmmsel_' sel for accused/ applicant that
impli;aled; There was @
ssensual relationship ‘between (e accusedlapplicant and ihe.
proABCutx herein which s evident from the photographs as well as
winer documients annexed along with the application The prosecutsix

awo talsely imphicated tamily members ol accusediapplicant on the

Jhpgations of extortion due 10 which both father ‘and brother of
judicial custody. Ever

aulused) applicant woere arrested and sent 10
e they have peen granted ball on 10022022 and 04.04.2022
ipspectively. theste has been no complaint (c’d?n"ime"ploseantix Since,
mmgoaaﬁé'éx fias already been filey, there 1S N0 n‘pprehens_lbn af threat
o impening with witnesses,

he: ba‘n application is very vehemently opposed by
Latied Addl PR for the State on the ground that the allegation against
e accused! apphicant are grave in nalure and accused/ applicant
plang with fis-tamily members extorned approximately Rs.4 lacs from
he prosecutrix after threatening har that they would expose her by

puting het pictures and videos on social media 1t 1S aiso contendeo

it accusen | applicant also snatched her laptop and i-pad ,l\r the sait

T




gt e and same were recovered from him at the time of his arrest.
Learned counsel for accused! apphcant in rebuttal has
(el he allegations i toto and has submitted that both accused/
Lanlieant wiho is aged 21 years and prosecutrix wha is aged 27 years,
Jiespiouve of their age difference, were i love and had booked
s und othier such places to spend time with each other. Most of
i oney which was wansferred 10 the aCCOllﬂlS of the family
Jiemee of accused! applicant had been duly paid back by them in the

(ot ol grasecutrix or by cash.

During the course of arguments, iearned counsel for
sl applicant aiso pomnted out the conradictions in the
Cents of prosecutnix made by her i the FIR, u/s 164 CrP.C. and

As per the case of prosecutris. she met the accused/

LNt at some party whereaher in the year 2018, he visited her at
Alee conversing lor a while, he offered hera cold dnnk which
yugged, whereafter, she lost her consciousness. When she
e hor cansciousness, she reaised that the accused/apphicant
Janed her He:also took photographs and videos of her and
woned 10 put those photographs and videos on soctal media, if she
¢ incident He demanded Rs 10 lacs from her 1o delete the

mroses:th
e and photographs: Since, the threal perswsted, she was forced to

lor mondy n his angd s famdy member's account and thus, her
J oxtorted Rs.6.17,000/- from her in April 2021, he torcefully ook
and laptop and despite repeated requests. he failed to return
kept on inststing hes 1o meet and also send messages on

Dad
saumes, He
anraim Finaily, in May 2021, she ended her relationship with him by

message  an-  Insiagram Accused/apphcant. however,

witd blackmailing her and once again raped her in October 2021

on threateried her that he would commit suicide and implicate

i lamily members ot accused/applicant also started blackmaling
\
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