Crl.0.P.N0.20295 of 2025

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED: 08.09.2025
CORAM
THE HONOURABLE MRS. JUSTICE T.VTHAMILSELVI

CRL.O.P.N0.2029S of 2025

P.Prabhakar ... Petitioner
_VS -

The State Rep by:

The Inspector of Police,

All Women Police Station,

Tiruvannamalai.

(Crime No.11 0of 2020) ... Respondent
Prayer:- Criminal Original Petition filed under Section 482 of BNS Sanhita
2023, to enlarge the petitioner on bail in the event of his arrest in connection

with the case in Crime No.11 of 2020 on the file of the respondent police.

For Petitioner : Mr.Mohamed Ziauddin

For Respondent : Mr.S.Udayakumar,
Government Advocate (Crl.Side)
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ORDER
The petitioner, who apprehends arrest for the alleged offence
punishable under Sections 498(A), 506(1) of IPC & 4 of Dowry Prohibition

Act, 1961 in Crime No.11 of 2020, seeks anticipatory bail.

2. The case of the prosecution is that the petitioner developed a love
affair with the de-facto complainant while she was working in the Axis
Bank and the petitioner employed in TCS. Thereafter, they developed love
for the purpose of marriage, the petitioner induced the de-facto complainant
and grabbed a sum of Rs.3,00,000/- (Rupees Three Lakhs only) from the
de-facto complainant and subsequently the marriage was performed on
04.11.2018 at Marudeeswarar Temple without consent of their parents. In
the said event, they had taken photographs through cell phones. Thereafter,
the petitioner's family demanded more dowry from the de-facto complainant
for allowing the matrimonial home. Hence, the law enforcing agency

registered a complaint against the petitioner.
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3. The learned counsel appearing for the petitioner submitted that the
petitioner has not committed any offence as alleged by the prosecution and
he has been falsely implicated in this case. Hence, he prays for grant of

anticipatory bail.

4. The learned Government Advocate (Crl.Side) vehemently

opposed to grant anticipatory bail to the petitioner.

5. Considering the gravity of the offence and the facts and
circumstances of this case, this Court is not inclined to grant anticipatory

bail to the petitioner.

6. Accordingly, this Criminal Original Petition is dismissed.

08.09.2025

nvi
To
1.The Inspector of Police,

All Women Police Station,

Tiruvannamalai.
2.The Public Prosecutor,

High Court, Madras.

3/4

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



Crl.0.P.N0.20295 of 2025

T.VTHAMILSELVL, J.,

nvi

Crl.O.P.No0.20295 0f 2025
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