IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED : 01.10.2020
CORAM
THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE A.D.JAGADISH CHANDIRA
Crl.0.P.No.12630 of 2020

Kalavathi ... Petitioner/2™ Accused
Vs.

The State represented by,

The Inspector of Police,

District Crime Branch,

Krishnagiri District.

(Crime No.19 of 2019) ... Respondent/Complainant

Prayer: Criminal Original Petition filed under Section 438 Cr.P.C. to
enlarge the petitioner on anticipatory bail 1in the event of his
arrest in connection with Crime No.19 of 2019, -on the file of the
respondent police.

For Petitioner : Mr.S.Thirugnanam

For Respondent : Mr.M.Mohamed Rivyaz
Additional Public Prosecutor
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(The case has been heard through video conference)

The petitioner, who apprehends arrest at the hands of the
respondent police for the alleged offences punishable under Sections
420 & 506(i) of IPC in Crime No.19 of 2019, on the file of the
respondent police, seeks anticipatory bail.

2 The case of the prosecution-as per the defacto complainant
Ponraj 1is that the petitioner along with her husband conducted chit
and cheated him to the tune of Rs.29,750/-. Hence, the complaint.

3 The learned counsel appearing for the petitioner would

submit that the petitioner is an innocent person and she has been
falsely implicated in this case. He would submit that the husband of
the petitioner was running a chit and that the petitioner has no
connection with the business run by her husband. Hence, he prays to
grant anticipatory bail to the petitioner.

4 The learned Additional Public Prosecutor appearing for the
respondent would submit that the petitioner along with her husband
https://FeB&vicet. Btourts@diitsencessused had conducted chit and cheated the defacto



complainant and other victims. He would submit that there are
totally 25 wvictims in this case and total amount cheated by the
accused 1s Rs.75,00,000/-. He would further submit that Al in this
case has been arrested and enlarged on bail but so far no recovery
has been made. Hence, he opposed to grant bail to the petitioner.

5 Mr.Sugendaran, learned counsel, represented Mr.C.Mohanraj,
the learned counsel for the defacto complainant would submit that the
petitioner's husband along with two other accused persons had
conducted chit and cheated the defacto complainant. He would further
submit that apart from the defato complainant there are several other
victims and the total amount cheated by them is Rs.75,00,000/- and
none of the victim have received any amount so far.

6 Taking into consideration of the facts and circumstances
and considering the submissions made by the ‘learned counsels and
also considering the fact that the accused had cheated huge amount of
Rs.75,00,000/- Dby . conducting chit along with. . other accused, this
Court is not inclined to grant anticipatory bail to the petitioner.
Hence, this Criminal Original Petition stands dismissed.
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This order, on being produced, be punctually observed.-and carried
into-execution by all concerned
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Sub-Assistant Registrar (Statisties/C.S.)
High Court, Madras - 600 104.
TO

1 THE JUDICIAL MAGISTRATE,
KRISHNAGIRT

2 THE CHIEF JUDICIAL MAGISTRATE
KRISHNAGIRI [FOR INFORMATION]

3 THE PUBLIC PROSECUTOR
HIGH COURT, MADRAS.

4 THE INSPECTOR OF POLICE
DISTRICT CRIME BRANCH
KRISHNAGIRI DISTRICT.
CC to M/S.S.THIRUGNANAM Advocate on payment of necessary
charges
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