
                                                

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS 

DATED: 10.11.2025

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE K.RAJASEKAR

CRL OP NO.  30507 of 2025

P.Ravi        Petitioner

Vs
The State

Represented by

The Inspector of Police

All Women Police Station

Poonamallee.

[C.C.No. 182 of 2023 Respondent

PRAYER : Criminal Original Petition filed under Section 482 of Bharatiya 

Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023, to enlarge the petitioner on bail in the event 

of his arrest pending investigation in  C.C.No. 182 of 2023 on the file of the 

respondent police.

For Petitioner : Mr.Raj Kumar Babu B.

For Respondent : Mr.A.Gopinath

              Government Advocate (Criminal Side)

----

O R D E R

The petitioner, who apprehends arrest at the hands of the respondent 

police  for  the  offences  punishable  under  Sections  417,  420  of  IPC  and 
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Section 4 of the Dowry Prohibition Act, 1961 in C.C.No. 182 of 2023, on 

the file of the respondent Police, seeks anticipatory bail.

2.The allegation against the petitioner is that  the petitioner met the de-

facto  complainant  through  “Tamil  Matrimony.Com”  and  shared  their 

harascopes, thereafter, they entered into good relationship, in which, he had 

physical relationship with her under the guise of false promise to marry her 

and subsequently, he went to Dubai without marrying her and never to return 

back to India.  Hence the complaint.  

3.The learned Counsel for the petitioner submits that the petitioner has 

not committed any offence as alleged by the prosecution and he has been 

falsely implicated in this case.  He further submits that on 02.11.2021, the 

de-facto complainant gave a complaint in CSR.No. 539 of 2021 with the 

respondent  police  against  the  petitioner  and he  attended the  enquiry  and 
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closed the matter as mistake of fact.   However, the petitioner is ready to 

abide  any  condition  imposed  by  this  Court  and  ready  to  co-operate  for 

enquiry.  He prays for grant of anticipatory bail to the petitioner.  

4.Mr.A.Gopinath,  learned  Government  Advocate  [Criminal  Side] 

appearing for the respondent police, reiterated the case of the prosecution 

and submits that the petitioner still in Abroad.  He further submits that final 

report has filed and absconding charge sheet has also been filed.  He further 

submits that NBW has been issued against the petitioner in C.C.No. 182 of 

2023.  He opposed for grant of anticipatory bail to the petitioner.  

5.Considering  the  facts  and  circumstances  of  the  case  and  the 

submissions made by the learned Counsel on either side;  that the gravity of 

offence committed by the petitioner; that the  petitioner  has not mentioned 

any particular date when he  will  return back to India;   this  Court  is  not 

inclined to grant anticipatory bail to the petitioner.
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6.Accordingly, this Criminal Original Petition is dismissed.

10.11.2025

MSM

K. RAJASEKAR, J., 

MSM

To

1.The Inspector of Police
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All Women Police Station
Poonamallee.

[C.C.No. 182 of 2023

2.The Public Prosecutor,

High Court of Madras.

CRL OP NO.  30507 of 2025

10.11.2025
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