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

Monday, the Twenty Ninth day of April Two Thousand  Nineteen

PRESENT

The Hon`ble Mr.Justice M.DHANDAPANI

CRL OP(MD) No.6397 of 2019

ARPUTHARAJ                          ... PETITIONER /SOLE  ACCUSED

                              Vs
STATE REP. BY
THE INSPECTOR OF POLICE,           
KEELASELVANOOR POLICE STATION, 
RAMANATHAPURAM DISTRICT.
CRIME NO.8 OF 2019                     ... RESPONDENT / COMPLAINANT

For Petitioner : MR.R.GANDHI  Advocate

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

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

ORDER :  The Court Made the following order :-

The petitioner, who is arrayed as accused, apprehend arrest at
the hands of the respondent for the alleged offence punishable under
Sections 354(C), 294(b),323,506(i) of IPC and Section 4 of TNPHW Act
and Sections 66 E and 67 A of Information Technology Act in Crime
No.8 of 2019, seeks  anticipatory bail.

2.  The  case  of  the  prosecution  is  that  the  petitioner  had
illegal intimacy with the defacto complainant.   Taking advantage of
the  defacto  complainant's  husband  in  abroad  for  employment  the
petitioner had taken video of the illegal relationship and started
threatening  the  defacto  complainant  for  continuous  sexual
intercourse. Hence the complaint.

3. The learned counsel for the petitioner would submit that the
petitioner  is  an  innocent  person  and  he  has  not  committed  any
offence as alleged by the prosecution and prayed for anticipatory
bail. He would also submit that due to political vengeance a false
case has been foisted against the petitioner.

4.  The  learned  Government  Advocate  (Crl.Side)  would  submit
that the petitioner has taken the video of the defacto complainant
and started harassing her   for sexual intercourse. Hence opposed
for grant of anticipatory bail.
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5.Taking into consideration the facts and circumstances of the
case and also considering the fact  that the offence committed by
the petitioner is heinous in nature, this Court is not inclined to
grant anticipatory bail to the petitioner.

6. Hence the anticipatory bail petition is dismissed.

                                        sd/-
                                        29/04/2019

               / TRUE COPY /

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

1 THE INSPECTOR OF POLICE,
  KEELASELVANOOR POLICE STATION, 
  RAMANATHAPURAM DISTRICT. 

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

                                        ORDER
                                        IN
                                        CRL OP(MD) No.6397 of 2019
                                        Date  :29/04/2019
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