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BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
( Criminal Jurisdiction )
Date : 25/08/2022
PRESENT

The Hon ble Mr.Justice G.ILANGOVAN

CRL OP(MD). No.14166 of 2022

Govindammal ... Petitioner/Accused No.2

Vs

State rep.by

The Inspector of Police,

Guzilamparai Police Station,

Dindigul District.

(Crime No.ll6 of 2022). ... Respondent/Complainant

For Petitioner : M/s.Rajaselvan R, Advocate.

For Respondent : Mr.B. Thanga Aravindh,
Government Advocate (Crl.Side)

PETITION FOR ANTICIPATORY BAIL Under Sec.438 of Cr.P.C
PRAYER :-

For Anticipatory Bail in Crime No.l1l1l6 of 2022 on the file of
the Respondent Police.

ORDER : The Court made the following order :-

The petitioner apprehending arrest at the hands of the
respondent police for the offences punishable under section 306
IPC., in Crime No.116 of 2022 on the file of the respondent police,
seeks anticipatory bail.

2, The case of the prosecution is that the deceased married

Al and that there was continuous torture by mother-in-law and the
first accused, who is the husband also did not take care of her
properly. At one point of time, the 7' accused threatened her with

A .”diﬁ? consequences. Again on 21.06.2022, the trouble was made by
s G 88y B8 son not to take water from the tape. Because of the above
said continuous torture, on 24.06.2022 the deceased set fire on



her. On the basis of the information given by the grand J%:3“bvf,
the defacto complainant went to the Government Hospital, where she
found her daughter with burn injuries and subsequently, died on
25.06.2022. Hence, the complaint.

3.The second accused has filed this petition on the ground
that Al has already enlarged on bail by the Principal Sessions
Judge, Dindigul in Crl.M.P.No.1914 of 2022 on 04.07.2022 and the
other co-accused wviz., A4 and A5 have already been granted
anticipatory bail by this Court in Crl.O0.P(MD) .No.11679 of 2022. So
far as the Accused Nos.3, 6 and 7 are concerned their names are
deleted from the FIR.

4. The learned counsel for the petitioner submitted that
there was no trouble between the mother-in-law and the deceased.
Even as per the observation that has been made by the learned
Principal Sessions Judge, Dindigul, the trouble was created only
with regard to taking of water in the tape. He would further submit
that the deceased have two children and they have been taken care
only by this petitioner.

5. The learned Government Advocate (Crl. Side) appearing
for the respondent would submit that the the petitioner herein 1is
the mother-in-law of the deceased and the investigation of the case
is pending.

6. On reading of CD file it 1is seen that there 1is a
continuous torture made by this petitioner to the deceased and only
because of that the deceased has committed suicide. When there 1is
specific allegation made against the petitioner, this Court is not
inclined to grant anticipatory bail to the petitioner.

7. Accordingly, this Criminal Original Petition is
dismissed.
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Sub-Assistant Registrar (C.S.I)
Madurai Bench of Madras High Court,
Madurai - 625 023.

TRP

https://lwww.mhc.tn.gov.in/judis



TO

1. THE INSPECTOR OF POLICE,
GUZILAMPARAI POLICE STATION,
DINDIGUL DISTRICT.

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

+1. CC to M/S.RAJASELVAN R Advocate SR.No.40420

ORDER

IN

CRL OP(MD) No.l4l66 of 2022
Date :25/08/2022
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