IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED: 12.11.2025
CORAM
THE HONOURABLE MRS.JUSTICE T.V.THAMILSELVI
CRL OP NO.12455 of 2025

1.Indira
2.Pavithra ...Petitioners/A2 and A3

Versus

The State rep. by

The Sub Inspector of Police

N-3, Muthalpet Police Station

Flower Bazzar

Chennai

Crime No. 52 of 2025. ....Respondent

PRAYER : Criminal Original Petition filed under Section 482 of Bharatiya
Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023, to enlarge the petitioners on bail in the
event of their arrest pending investigation in Crime No. 52 of 2025 on the

file of the respondent police.

For Petitioners : Mr.D.Rukmangathan

For Respondent  : Mr..S.Udayakumar
Government Advocate, [Criminal Side]
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ORDER

The petitioners, who apprehend arrest at the hands of the respondent
police for the offences punishable under Sections 406 and 420 of IPC in
Crime No.52 of 2025, on the file of the respondent Police, seek anticipatory

bail.

2. The allegation against the petitioners is that Al introduced the de-
facto complainant to invest the amount to the tune of Rs.88,00,000/- in a
private bank. On receipt of the money, the petitioners had failed to return
back the money to the de-facto complainant. In this regard, A1 was arrested

and remanded to judicial custody. Hence, the case.

3. The learned counsel for the petitioners submits that the petitioners
had already paid a sum of Rs.1,34,00,000/- to the de-facto complainant
through bank transfer. He also submits that the petitioners are ready to abide
by any conditions that may be imposed by this Court and ready to furnish
sufficient solvent sureties for their release. Hence, he prays for grant of

anticipatory bail to the petitioners.
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4. The learned Government Advocate (Criminal side) for the
respondent police, reiterated the prosecution case and submits that the
petitioners herein had received a sum of Rs.14,74,000/- from the de-facto
complainant and they had not returned back the money and thereafter, the
petitioners cheated the de-facto complainant. He also submits that no
amount has been recovered from the petitioners so far. He opposed to grant

anticipatory bail to the petitioners.

5.Considering the fact that the gravity of offence committed by the

petitioners and no amount has been recovered from the petitioners so far;

that the investigation is pending, this Court is not inclined to grant

anticipatory bail to the petitioners.

6. Accordingly, this Criminal Original Petition is dismissed.

12.11.2025
MSM
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To

1.The Sub Inspector of Police
N-3, Muthalpet Police Station

Flower Bazzar,
Chennai, Crime No. 52 of 2025.

2.. The Public Prosecutor, High Court of Madras.
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T.V.THAMILSELVI, J.,

MSM

CRL OP NO. 12455 of 2025

12.11.2025



