Crl.0.P.N0.15863 of 2026
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED : 20.07.2026

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE C. KUMARAPPAN

Crl.O.P.No.15863 of 2026

Nandhini ... Petitioner
Vs.

The State of Tamil Nadu,

represented by,

The Inspector of Police,

District Crime Branch [DCB],

Krishnagiri District.

(Crime No.21 of 2025) ... Respondent

PRAYER: Criminal Original Petition filed under Section 482 of Bharatiya
Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023, praying to enlarge the petitioner on
anticipatory bail in the event of her arrest in Crime No.21 of 2025 pending
investigation on the file of the respondent police.

For Petitioner : Mr.D.Thirumoorthy

For Respondent : Mr.N.Palanivel
Government Advocate (Crl.Side)
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ORDER

The petitioner, who apprehends arrest at the hands of the respondent
police for the offences punishable under Sections 61(2)(a), 319(2), 318(4),
336(2), 336(3) and 340(2) of BNS [Sections 120B, 419, 420, 465, 468 and
471 IPC], in Crime No.21 of 2025 on the file of the respondent police, seeks

anticipatory bail.

2. The allegation against the petitioner is that the defacto complainant
is the owner of the subject property and while she was alive, the
accused Nos.3 and 4 had executed a power of attorney in favour of the first
accused and based on the power of attorney, the other accused persons sold

the subject property to the petitioner. Hence, the case.

3. The learned counsel for the petitioner submitted that the petitioner is
an innocent purchaser, whereas, A3 and A4 impersonated as the defacto
complainant and executed a power of attorney in favour of the first accused
and based on such power of attorney, the petitioner purchased the property
from them. He further submitted that she is now realizing that the accused
Nos.3 and 4 are not real owners and power of attorney executed in favour of

the first accused has no sanctity. Hence, the petitioner would cancel the sale
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Crl.0.P.N0.15863 of 2026
deed which she obtained under Document No0.8146/2024 dated 27.11.2024.

The learned counsel appearing for the petitioner produced a copy of the
affidavit of the petitioner, wherein, she has categorically stated that she is
willing to cancel the sale deed dated 27.11.2024 registered as Document
No0.8146/2024 with the co-operation of the parties concerned, namely, the
defacto complainant. It is relevant to depict a scanned copy of the affidavit

filed by the petitioner hereunder:-

AFFIDAVIT OF NANDHINI

I, Nandhini, wife of Mr. Ganesan, Hindu, aged 47 years, residing at Vakil Hills,
Chennathur Village & Post, Hosur Taluk, Krishnagiri District, do hereby solemnly

affirm and sincerely state as follows:

1. I am the Petitioner herein and I have been arrayed as 2nd Accused in the
aforesaid case for the alleged offences under Section 61(2)(a), 319(2),
318(4), 336(2), 336(3) and 340(2) of BNS [120B, 419, 420, 465, 468 & 471
of IPC] in the aforesaid crime number pending on the file of the Respondent

police,

G-N~e e
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2. I state that the case of the prosecution is that offence said to have taken op
14/11/2024 to 27/11/2024 and the FIR came to be registered on
13/11/2025 based on the complaint lodged by one Mrs.Raniammal, wife of
Chinna Bayappa, Beerjepalli Village, Sanamavuy Post, Shoolagiri Taluk,
Krishnagiri District. The complaint lodged is that she is the absolute owner
of the subject property and that while she was alive Amulrani (A3) and
Rajasekar (A4) had executed a Power of Attorney in favour of Perumal who
isarrayed as A1 dated 14/11/2024. Subsequent to which, based on the said
power of attorney, the subject property was purchased by me vide Sale
Dated 27/11/2024 registered as Document No0.8146/2024 on the file of the
SRO, Soolagiri, Krishnagiri District. It is further alleged that all accused had
conspired and by creating forged anc fabricated documents have dealt with

the property.

3. Istate thatlama bonofide purchaser and I have invested all my hard earned
monies in purchasing the subject property and | have been the victim to the
conspiracy of the act being committed by the other accused and I am in no

way connected to the crime.

4. Istate that though I am a bonofie purchaser, | am ready and willing to cancel
the Sale Deed dated 27/11/2024 registered as Document No.8146/2024 on
the file of the SRO, Soolagiri, Krishnagiri District with the cooperation of the

parties concerned.

5. Istate that the facts stated above are true and genuine and I stand by the

same.
 GN e o
Solemnly affirmed at Krishnagiri -

this the 10 day of July, 2026 and /
signed her name in my presence. Before Me | (

| o /
/| -/}
ke
Advocate, Krishnagiri
ASH, BALLB.(Hons),LLw
= Aglc':re. Enroll No. MS 5429/21
# 14/1C-5, Neelamega Nagar,

4 8109, Krishnaglri DL TN
“"""!;’... : 99943 21197
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4. The learned Government Advocate (Crl. Side) appearing for the

respondent police reiterated the prosecution case and, opposed the grant of

anticipatory bail to the petitioner.

5. In such view of the fair submission made by the learned counsel
appearing for the petitioner and taking into consideration the affidavit filed
by the petitioner and the fact that the petitioner herself is now ready to cancel
the sale deed registered under Document No0.8146/2024 on 27.11.2024, this
Court is of the firm view that, custodial interrogation of the petitioner is not
required. Hence, this Court is inclined to enlarge the petitioner on

anticipatory bail, subject to certain conditions.

6. Accordingly, the petitioner is ordered to be released on bail in the
event of arrest or on her appearance, within a period of fifteen (15) days from
the date on which the order copy is made ready, before the learned Judicial
Magistrate No.I, Hosur, on condition that the petitioner shall execute a
bond for a sum of Rs.25,000/- (Rupees Twenty Five Thousand only), with
two sureties each, for a like sum to the satisfaction of the learned Magistrate

concerned, and on further conditions:
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(a) If the petitioner fails to surrender before the
concerned learned Magistrate within a period of fifteen (15)
days from the date of receipt of a copy of this order, this order

shall stand automatically cancelled;

(b) The sureties shall affix their photographs and left
thumb impression in the application for surety ship (Judicial
Form No.46 annexed to 'The Criminal Rules of Practice,
2019]'. The learned Magistrate shall obtain a copy of any one
of identify proofs to ensure their identity;

(¢) The petitioner is directed to cancel the sale deed
dated 27.11.2024 registered as Document N0.8146/2024 on
the file of the SRO, Soolagiri, Krishnagiri District, within
a period of two weeks from the date of receipt of a copy of
this order, failing which, this order would stand

automatically canceled without reference to this Court;

(d) The petitioner being a woman shall report before
the respondent Police as and when required for

interrogation;

(e) On breach of any of the aforesaid conditions, the
learned Magistrate/Trial Court is entitled to take appropriate
actions against the petitioner in accordance with law as if the
conditions have been imposed and the petitioner released on
anticipatory bail by the learned Magistrate/Trial Court himself
as laid down by the Hon'ble Supreme Court in PK.Shaji v.
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State of Kerala [(2005) AIR SCW 5560];

(f) If the petitioner thereafter absconds, a fresh FIR can
be registered under Section 269 of BNS Act.

20.07.2026

ssb

To

1.The Judicial Magistrate No.I, Hosur.
2.The Inspector of Police,

District Crime Branch [DCB],
Krishnagiri District.

3.The Public Prosecutor,
High Court of Madras.
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C.KUMARAPPAN, J.

ssb

Crl.O.P.No.15863 of 2026

20.07.2026



