
 

THE HON' BLE Dr . JUSTI CE SHAMEEM AKTHER  

Cr im in a l  Pet i t ion  No .1 1 0 3 4  o f  2 0 1 7  

ORDER:  

 
 

 This Crim inal Pet it ion, under Sect ion 438 of the Code of 

Crim inal Procedure, 1973, is filed by the pet it ioner/ accused No.1, for 

grant  of ant icipatory bail in the event  of his arrest  in Crim e No.231 of 

2017 on the file of the Tangutur Police Stat ion, Prakasam  Dist r ict , 

registered for the offences punishable under Sect ions 498-A, 506 of 

I .P.C. and Sect ions 3 and 4 of the Dowry Prohibit ion Act . 

 

2 . Heard the learned counsel for the pet it ioner/ accused No.1, 

learned Addit ional Public Prosecutor represent ing the respondent -

State and perused the record. 

 

3 . The learned counsel for the pet it ioner/ accused No.1 would 

subm it  that  the other accused in this cr im e were already granted bail 

by the Court  of Sessions.  The pet it ioner/ accused No.1 has filed 

O.P.No.83 of 2017 on the file of the Addit ional Senior Civil Judge, 

Ongole, for Rest itut ion of Conjugal Rights.  The de- facto com plainant , 

who is his wife, left  his house on her own.  The allegat ions m ade in 

the report  lodged with the police by the de- facto com plainant  are all 

false and ult im ately prayed to allow the applicat ion. 

 

4 .  On the other hand, the learned Addit ional Public Prosecutor 

opposed the bail applicat ion stat ing that  there is am ple m aterial on 

record to believe the version of prosecut ion and that  the 

pet it ioner/ accused No.1 is not  ent it led for bail.  
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5 . The allegat ions in the report  lodged by the de- facto 

com plainant  would reveal that  the pet it ioner/ accused No.1 and his 

fam ily m em bers dem anded an am ount of Rs.5,00,000/ -  as addit ional 

dowry.  There are also specific and grave allegat ions against  the 

pet it ioner/ accused No.1 subject ing the de- facto com plainant  to 

physical and m ental cruelty.  There is also allegat ion that  the 

pet it ioner/ accused No.1 had developed illegal int im acy with another 

wom an and when the de- facto com plainant  quest ioned him  about  the 

sam e, the pet it ioner/ accused No.1 harassed her and left  her at  her 

parents’ house and was not  taken back.  Even when the de- facto 

com plainant  and the pet it ioner/ accused No.1 went  to Chennai, the 

pet it ioner/ accused No.1 did not  cooperate with her and forced her to 

go away from  his house.  There are other allegat ions against  the 

pet it ioner/ accused No.1 const itut ing the offences punishable under 

Sect ions 498-A, 506 of I .P.C. and Sect ions 3 and 4 of the Dowry 

Prohibit ion Act .  There is every possibilit y of the pet it ioner/ accused 

hindering the invest igat ion and causing disappearance of the m aterial 

evidence, if he is granted bail.   Filing of the O.P. for Rest itut ion of 

Conjugal Rights is not  a ground to allow this applicat ion.  The 

Crim inal Pet it ion is devoid of m erit  and is liable to be dism issed. 

 

6 . Hence, the Crim inal Pet it ion is dism issed.  

Miscellaneous pet it ions, if any, pending in this Crim inal Pet it ion, 

shall stand closed. 

 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

 

20 th Novem ber, 2017 
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