IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
Dated : 01.09.2020
CORAM
THE HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE A.D.JAGADISH CHANDIRA
Crl.0.P.No.13370 of 2020

Baskaran ... Petitioner
Vs.

The State Rep. by

The Sub Inspector of Police,

Arakkonam Town Police Station,

Arakkonam, Ranipet District.

(Crime No.110 of 2020) ... Respondent

PRAYER: Criminal Original Petition 1is filed under -Section 438 of
Criminal Procedure Code to enlarge the petitioner on bail, in the
event of his arrest in Crime No.110 of 2020, pending investigation
on the file of the respondent police.

For Petitioner : Mr.K.U.Sale Murugan

For Respondent : Mr.M.Mohamed Rivyaz
Additional Public Prosecutor

@R, TR
(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
294 (B), 323, 506(i), 420, 468, 109, 471 of IPC, in Crime No.110 of
2020, on the file of the respondent police, seeks anticipatory bail.

2.The case of the prosecution as per the defacto complainant wife
of the petitioner 4is that the petitioner by furnishing the forged
documents, as if there was a divorce between the petitioner and the
defacto complainant had removed her name from the Service Register of
his employeer. Hence, the complaint.

3.The learned counsel for the petitioner would submit that the
petitioner is innocent and a false complaint has been given, due to
matrimonial dispute. Hence, he seeks anticipatory Dbail to the
petitioner.
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4 .The learned Additional Public Prosecutor would submit that the
petitioner is a Railway Employee and he had furnished fabricated
documents before his employeer saying that his wife and he had got
divorce based on the fabricated documents, he has removed the name of
the defacto complainant from the Service Register.

5.Taking into consideration the facts and circumstances of the
cae and the petitioner is being a Railway Employee and had furnished
fabricated documents before his employee, this Court is not inclined
to grant anticipatory bail to the petitioner.

6.Accordingly, the Criminal Original Petition is dismissed.

-sd/ -
01/09/2020

This order, on being produced, be punctually observed and carried
intoexecution by all concerned

JHRIUIT™ (CION\4

Sub-Assistant Registrar (Statistics/C.S.)
High Court, Madras =600 -104.

TO

1 THE SUB-INSPECTOR OF POLICE,
ARAKKONAM TOWN POLICE STATION,
ARAKKONAM, RANIPET DISTRICT.

2 THE PUBLIC PROSECUTOR
HIGH COURT, MADRAS.

CC to M/S.K.U.SALE MURUGAN Advocate on payment of necessary
charges

CRL OP.13370/2020

Date :01/09/2020
cs 15/09/2020
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