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

Monday, the Sixteenth day of November Two Thousand  Fifteen

PRESENT

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

CRL OP(MD) No.16050 of 2015

1 RAJENDRAN                         
2 BAGAVATHIAMMAL                    ... PETITIONERS/ACCUSED NO.2&3

                              Vs

1 THE STATE REP. BY                  
  THE INSPECTOR OF POLICE, 
  ALL WOMEN POLICE STATION, 
  SANKARANKOIL, TIRUNELVELI DISTRICT.
  (CR.NO. 13 OF 2015)

2 THE STATE REP. BY                  
  THE INSPECTOR OF POLICE, 
  ALL WOMEN POLICE STATION, 
  RAJAPALAYAM,
  VIRUDHUNAGAR DISTRICT.              ... RESPONDENTS/COMPLAINANTS

FOR PETITIONER : M/S.S.PALANI VELAYUTHAM  ADVOCATE
FOR RESPONDENT :MR.K.ANBARASAN, GOVERNMENT ADVOCATE ( CRL. SIDE)

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

ORDER :  The Court Made the following order :-

The  petitioners,  who  are  arrayed  as  accused  Nos.2  &  3  in
Crime No.13 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  498(A),  313,  354  of  IPC  and
hence, seek anticipatory bail.

2. The case of the prosecution is that the marriage between the
defacto  complainant  and  the  first  accused  was  solemnized  on
07.09.2014.  Subsequently,  misunderstanding arose between them and
the first accused was working in Kuwait.  In the meanwhile, the
defacto  complainant gave a complaint by stating that the second
accused,  who  is  the  father-in-law  of  the  defacto  complainant,
misbehaved  with the defacto complainant at the instances of the
third accused/mother-in-law and based on the said complaint, the
above said case was registered.

3. The learned counsel for the petitioners submitted that the
petitioners  are  innocent  persons  and  they  have  been  falsely
implicated in this case. 
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4. The learned Government Advocate(Crl. Side) on instructions
submitted that the investigation is pending and if the petitioners
are released on anticipatory bail, they will tamper the witnesses. 

5.Considering the gravity of the offence, I am not inclined to
grant anticipatory bail to the petitioners.  Hence, this Criminal
Original Petition is dismissed.  

                                        sd/-
                                        16/11/2015

               / TRUE COPY /

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

TO

1. THE INSPECTOR OF POLICE, 
   ALL WOMEN POLICE STATION, 
   SANKARANKOIL, TIRUNELVELI DISTRICT. 

2. THE INSPECTOR OF POLICE, 
   ALL WOMEN POLICE STATION, 
   RAJAPALAYAM, VIRUDHUNAGAR DISTRICT.

3. THE ADDITIONAL PUBLIC PROSECUTOR,
   MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT, 
   MADURAI.

+1. CC to M/S.S.PALANI VELAYUTHAM  Advocate  SR.No. 65652
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