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= IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELITI AT NEW DELHI

+ BAIL APPLN. 15212017
LALITA RANI oo Petitioner

Veraus

STATE (NCT OF DELHID -....Respondent

+ BAIL APPLN. 16902017

EALPAMA STTARMA o Petitioner
Versus
STATE iNCT OF DLELL .. Respondent
* BAIL APPLN, 1711/2017
BHLSHARN SHARMA o Petitioner

Versy

STATE (WCT OF DELTIN o Respondent

Present ;Mo Vineot Mehea and M, Vikramjeet Singh, Advocstes
[or the petitioners,
M, Anita Abraham, AT for State,

CORAM:
HONDBLE M5, JUSTICE SANGITA DHINGRA SEHGAL
ODRDER
Do 27092017
|5 3w this peouon liled under Section 438 of Code ol Criminal

Procedure (hersinafter referved to as *Cr.INC) |, the petitioners seel

orant of anticipatery bail n FIE No, 2772007 under Section

Bail Appin, Now, 171207, 12202007 and 16902017 Fage 1 of &

Signaturg}&[o Verified

Digitally, Signed
By:AMULYA
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Bail Acopln, beos [7LLZO07 122102007 and 169072017 Pa

U8 AZ04B34 Indian Penal Code, 860 thereinafler relerred  as

"TPC" ) registered at Police Slation Bindapur, New Delthi,

the accused:/Asholk on 241712002 wih  muoal  consent  and
satislfuction of both tamilies, There were demands of car and cash by
hushand and her in lews betore the marriaze and thus & WagonR cer
and cash Rs. L1000 along with other household articles including
furnitee, LEEL A Conditioner ete, were ziven by the Gamily
members of the deceased. Again, atter a period of 4-3 months the
accused persons demuanded dowry from the deceased, In addition w
the demands, the accuzed persons including 1he hushand started
launtingAorturingdhamassing the deceased inasmuch as the deceased
was beaten o pul opressure on her to bring moee dowrey. |he
complaman had slready given Rse 3 lakhs, 2.5 lakhs in cash to the
accused and thercalier the aceused persons demanded o Fortuner car
and Rs, [ lakhs, On showing hee mabihioe o Ful G such demands 1he
accusei persons had beater the deceased. On 30042017 Anjuisizter
of the complainant visited the complaimany wherein she stated that the
deceased was being tortured and harassed by her in-laws. She furcher
disclozed to the complainant that ihe sccused Dalita (Manad) and
Kalpana (lethant} have been ill-treating the deceased lor past two dovs
b pulling her hair and slapping her due insutficient dowry. The

complainant had on wlephone wld the deccased 1thal she would e



Lrourht hack to har parents house bul antornately she died the ness
dav,

Previous petitions lor seeking untieiparory bail Oled belore the Courr
of Additienal Session Judge, were dismissed. Tlence, the present
petition.

Conrention advanced by the counsel for the petitioner/Bhushan

Sharmi is that the petittoner is falsely tmplhieared in the said case es s
clesr from the  inconsistency  bebweon ke testimony  of the
complairant and Anju (sister of the complamant) and the same has
been Nled 1o extort ondue money: thar there has been o demand
whatsoever frort the deceased on 30042017 or any other occasion
und Lhis Explanation (b under Section 498A 1PC and Sec 3048 [T

are nol awracted; that the deceased in fact comumitled swicide on

0152017 w11 of rage or otherwize on some  matrimonial

discordtemperamental issue which has falsely heen given the color of

divwry death; thus the peritioner is professionally and Dnancially well

seltled and had no inferest n demanding the alleged Tovola borluner

and [ 1] lakhs ia cash o the deceascd or ber parants; that thers
has been no complaint whatsoever either by the deceased or the
complainant for a period of 3 years after the marriage ol the deceased
n respeel ol wiy dowry demand o any harpssment caused to the
deceased by the peutioner or any ol te co-accused; thal the petitioner

1= reziding separatzly trom the deccasea and therelore the allegations
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nrade by the complainant are haseless; that the pettioner haes o wife
and ome minor son who is totally dependent upon him for his daily
needs: that  the petitioner alwavs kept i mind the happiness of the
whole Tamily und kept spending money on their outslalion trips
including the deceased.

Counsel for the petitioner’ Kalpana Sharmas while adopting the
aloressid contentioms, further contended that three davs prior we the
alleged incident. the petitiomer was busy in wedding functions al
Curvgram and Roorki and on the date of the meident, was in her son’s
senoel and that she was neither present o the house when the
deceased committad suiclde nor was aware of the same.

Counzel for the peticiensr Lalita Ranc, while adonting the aloresand
canlenlions, further contended that the petitioner is settled in her own
matrimodnial home and bas two grown up daugheers and this she had
no interest in demanrding the said Tovota Fortuner and s 11 lakhs

cash [rom the deceused or her parents; that the pelitioner has oo

annor childeen wha are complewely dependent unon her Tor their daly
nesds: that the petitioner has vorious allments  aond  cequires
phvsiolherapy.

Par contra, Ms. Antta Abraham, learmed APTP tor the State. conrended
Lhal having recard 1o the magmiode and seriousness ol the present

casc, 1t s neher prudent nor proper for Anticipatory Bail to be

aranted; that there are specific allscations against the petitionsrs

Bail Apphn, Nag 73T, VE2E007 wod 109073017 Fape 4 of O
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pEraining w ereelly causad to the deceased on account of dowry; that
cuslodial interrogation of the petitioners is required for recovery of
dewey articles und Turther investization.

From a careful serutiny ol the muterial available on vecord, this Courl
i= ol the view that there are specific allepatioms against the accused
persans for cruely on wccount ol dowry, During the course ol
investigation the post moetem of the deceased was conducted by
which the vizscera along with the ligature materizl was preserved and
gent to ['SL Jor opimion. The FSIE report is still awaited and the
petitioners have yer to be interrogated at length.

As por the swtus report, the peritioners have been intentionalls
avolding proces: and avoerding appearance belore the Cowrt, Efforts
were earlier made to examine the petitieners but they did not join the
vestigation and wre absconding. Process imder Section 22 CrPC,
has already been obraloed against them on OB0R. 2017 rewamshle on
15092017,

The petitioners heve lailed w cooperale with the nvestigation and are
al larae, Keeping in view the facts and Sirenmatances of the cass as
well as taking into consideration the oravity of the alleoed olTences, o
i5 ot a 11t case for grant anticipatory bail to the petitioners, Ilence the

presenl petition: are dismissed
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I, Before parling with the above Order, it is made clear that nothing
ohserved herein shall have any effect on the merits of the case during
Lrial,

2. Awccordingly, the present petitions stands disposed of,

SEFTEMBER 27, 2017
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