
BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
( Criminal Jurisdiction )

Thursday, the Twenty Sixth day of November Two Thousand  Fifteen

PRESENT

The Hon`ble Ms.Justice V.M.VELUMANI

CRL OP(MD) No.12875 of 2015

1 A.K.MOHAMMED IBRAHIM               
2 A.K.SYED MOHAMMED                  
3 A.K.MOHAMMED APPAS                 
4 A.K.ABDUL MUTHALIF               ... PETITIONERS/ACCUSED RANK NOT KNOWN

1 THIRUPATHY
2 VELUCHAMY  ... INTERVENE PETITIONERS/

  PROPOSED RESPONDENTS 2 AND 3

                              Vs

STATE REPRESENTED BY
THE INSPECTOR OF POLICE,           
DISTRICT CRIME BRANCH, 
PUDUKKOTTAI DISTRICT, 
PUDUKKOTTAI.
CRIME NO. NOT KNOWN OF 2015         ... RESPONDENT/COMPLAINANT

For Petitioner : M/S.A.C.ASAITHAMBI  Advocate

For Respondent : MR.K.ANBARASU, Government Advocate ( Crl. Side)

For Intervenor : Mr.K.P.NARAYANA KUMAR, Advocate

          PETITION FOR  ANTICIPATORY BAIL Under Sec. 438  Cr.P.C.

ORDER :  The Court Made the following order :-

The petitioners, who are arrayed as accused in Crime     No.10 of
2015, on the file of the respondent police, apprehend arrest at the hands
of  the  respondent  police  for  the  alleged  offences  punishable  under
Sections 120(b), 406 and 420 I.P.C. read with Sections 4 and 76 of Chit
Fund Act, 1973 and hence seek anticipatory bail. 

2.The  case  of  the  prosecution  is  that  the  first  and  second
petitioners are running a Chit Fund and cheated the amount deposited by

the de facto complainant.

3.The learned counsel for the petitioners and the learned counsel for
the intervenors in unison submitted that both parties have arrived at a
settlement and as per the agreement entered into in between the parties,
the accused have paid the entire amount involved in the case, in two

instalments, to the intervenors and the de facto complainant is going to
withdraw the complaint given before the respondent police and prayed for
the dismissal of this petition.

https://hcservices.ecourts.gov.in/hcservices/



4.Heard the learned Government Advocate (Criminal Side).

5.Recording the submission made on either side that the matter is

settled between the parties and the  de facto complainant is going to
withdraw the complaint, this petition is dismissed. 

                                        sd/-
                                        26/11/2015

               / TRUE COPY /

                                   Sub-Assistant Registrar (C.S.)
                                 Madurai Bench of Madras High Court,
                                          Madurai - 625 023. 

TO

1   THE INSPECTOR OF POLICE,DISTRICT CRIME BRANCH, PUDUKKOTTAI DISTRICT, 
    PUDUKKOTTAI.

2   THE ADDITIONAL PUBLIC PROSECTUOR,
    MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT, MADURAI. 

+1. CC to M/S.A.C.ASAITHAMBI  Advocate  SR.No. 67832

+1. CC to M/S.K.P.NARAYANA KUMAR, Advocate  SR.No. 68003

                                        ORDER
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                                        CRL OP(MD) No.12875 of 2015
                                        Date  :26/11/2015
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