
IN THE COURT OF ADDITIONAL DISTRICT AND SESSIONS
JUDGE, CHAMARAJANAGARA [SITTING AT KOLLEGALA].

DATED THIS THE 08th DAY OF NOVEMBER, 2022

Present

Sri. LOKAPPA. N.R, B.Sc., LL.B.

Addl. District & Sessions Judge,
Chamarajanagara [Sitting at Kollegala].

Crl. Misc. No. 5289/2022

Petitioners :  1. Smt. Chennanjamma - [A2]
W/o Shivu,
Aged about 45 years,
R/o # 15/161, Ward No. 15,
Babu Jagajeevanaram Extension,
Kasaba Hobli,
Chamarajanagar Town.

2. Smt. Anjali - [A3]
W/o Ramesh,
Aged about 30 years,
R/o Harave village, 
Chamarajanagar Taluk & District.

3. Rajesh - [A4]
S/o Late Siddanna,
Aged about 38 years,
R/o Ward No. 15,
Babu Jagajeevanaram Extension,
Kasaba Hobli,
Chamarajanagar Town.

By Sri. A.R. Ramesh, Advocate]
V/s.



                                                          2                                          Crl. Mis. 5289/2022

Respondent : State by Women Police Station,
Chamarajanagar.

[Rep. by Public Prosecutor]

O R D E R

This is  an application filed by the petitioners U/s.

438 Cr.P.C. 1973, praying for grant of  anticipatory

bail.

2. Brief facts of the case in a nutshell as per the as  per

the FIR/complaint  registered  by  the  respondent

police  is that, “ಪಿರರ್ಯಾದಿಯ ಮದದುವ ದಿನನಾಂಕಕ 25-11-2020 ರ

ಗದುರದುಹಿರಿಯರ ಸಮದುಮ ಖದಲ ಸರಗಗೂರದು ಗಗ್ರಾಮದ ಸಗೂಸೋವದುಸೋಶಶ ರ ದಸೋವಸಸ್ಥಾನದಲ

ತಮಮ  ಸನಾಂಪಗ್ರಾದಾಯದನಾಂತ ನಡೆದಿದದುದ  ವರದಕ್ಷಿಣೆರಗ ರಗೂ. 50,000/- ಗಳನದುನ ,

15  ಗಗ್ರಾನಾಂ ಚಿನನ ದ ಒಡವಯನದುನ  ಕಗೂಟದುಟ  ಮದದುವ ಮಾಡಿದರದು.  ಮದದುವರದ

ಒನಾಂದದು ವಾರದ ನನಾಂತರ ತನನ  ಗನಾಂಡ ನನಗ ನಿನಗನಾಂತ ಮದುನಾಂಚ ಸದುಮಾ ಎನಾಂಬದುವಳ

ಜಗೂತ ಅನನೈತಿಕ ಸನಾಂಬನಾಂಧ ಇದ ಎನಾಂದದು ಹಸೋಳ ಅವರ ಮೊಬನೈಲ  ನಲ ಅಬರಿಬಬ ರ

ಅಶಶಸೋಲ ಭಾವಚಿತ ತಗಳನದುನ  ತಗೂಸೋರಿಸಿದರದು.  ನನಾಂತರ ನಿಸೋನದು ಅದಗೂದ ರಿರಗ

ವರದಕ್ಷಿಣೆ ವರಗೂಸೋಪಚಾರ ನಿಸೋಡಿ ಶಗೂಟದು,  ಬಗೂಟದು ಹಾಕ ಛತ ತದಲ ಮದದುವ

ಮಾಡಿಕಗೂನಾಂಡದು ಬನಾಂದವಳಲಶ .  ಸದುಮ ನನಗ ನನದು ಕಸೋಳದಾಗಲೆಲಶ  ಹಣ ದನೈಹಿಕ

ಸದುಖ ನಿಸೋಡದುತತ್ತಾಳ. ನಿನನ  ಬಳ ಏನದು ಇಲಶ  ಮನಯನಾಂದ ಹಗೂರಗ ಹಗೂಸೋಗದು ಎನಾಂದದು
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ಅವಾಚಚ  ಶಬದ ಗಳನಾಂದ ಬನೈಯದುವುದದು ಹಗೂಡೆಯದುವುದದು ಮಾಡದುತಿತ್ತಾದದ ರದು.  ನನಾಂತರ

ಅರರ್ಯಾದಾರರದುಗಳದು ನಿಸೋನದು ಬಸೋಕಾದರ ಇರದು ಇಲಶ ದಿದದ ರ ಅವನದು ಹಸೋಳದನಾಂತ

ಸಹಕರಿಸಿ ಅವನ ಮಾತದು ಕಸೋಳಕಗೂನಾಂಡದು ಬಿದಿದರದು.  ಇಲಶ ದಿದದ ರ ನಿನನ  ಮನಯನಾಂದ

ನಿಸೋನದು ತನಾಂದಿರದುವ ರಗೂ.  50,000/-  ಗಳನದುನ  ಕಗೂಡದುತತ್ತಾಸೋವ ಹಗೂಸೋಗದು ನಿನಿಗ

ಅದಕಕ ನಾಂತ ದಗೂಡಡ  ಪರಿಹಾರವಸೋನದು ಸಿಗದುವುದಿಲಶ ವನಾಂದದು ಕಟಟ  ಮಾತದುಗಳನಾಂದ ಅವನ

ಪರ ನಿನಾಂತದು ತನಗ ಹಿನಾಂಸ ನಿಸೋಡಿದರದು.  ಇದರ ನಡದುವ ತನದು 4  ತಿನಾಂಗಳ ಗರರ್ಯಾಣ

ಎನದುನ ವುದನದುನ  ನಗೂಸೋಡದ ತನನ  ಗನಾಂಡ ತನನ  ಗರರ್ಯಾದಲರದುವ ಮಗದುವನದುನ  ಈ

ಮಗದುವಿದದ ರ ತನ ನಿಸೋನದು ಕಗೂಸೋರರ್ಯಾ ಕಛಸೋರಿಗ ಹಗೂಸೋಗದುವುದದು ಎನಾಂದದು ಕತದುತ್ತಾ

ಹಿಸದುಕದುವುದದು,  ಹಗೂಟಟಗ ಒಡೆಯದುವುದದು ಅವರದಸೋ ಒನಾಂದದು ಆಟಗೂಸೋದಲ ದಗೂರ

ಕರದದುಕಗೂನಾಂಡದು ಹಗೂಸೋಗ ಹಗೂರಗ ತನನ ನದುನ  ನಗೂಕ ಸಯಸಲದು ಕಗೂಡ

ಪಗ್ರಾಯತಿನಸಿದ್ದಾರ.  ಹಲವಾರದು ಬಾರಿ ಗರರ್ಯಾಪಾತ ಮಾಡಲದು ಪಗ್ರಾಯತಿನಸಿರದುತತ್ತಾರ.

ನಿಸೋನದು ರಸೋವನಾಂತವಾಗ ಬದ ುದುಕಲದು ಇಚಚ  ಇದದ ರ ವಿಚಚ ಸೋದನ ಕಗೂಡದು ನನದು

ಸದುಮಾಳ ಜಗೂತ ಚನನಗರದುತತ್ತಾಸೋನ ಎನಾಂದದು ದನೈಹಿಕವಾಗ ಹಲ ಮಾಡಿ 7  ತಿನಾಂಗಳ

ಗರರ್ಯಾಣಯನದುನ  ಕಗೂಟ ನಡೆಸಿ ಪನಾಂಚಾಯತಿದಾಗಗ ಸಮಗೂಹದಲ ಇನದುನ  ಮದುನಾಂದ

ತನದು ತಗೂನಾಂದರ ಕಗೂಡದುವುದಿಲಶ ವನಾಂದದು ಉಪಪ  ಮದುಟಟ ಆಣೆ ಪಗ್ರಾಮಾಣ ಮಾಡಿ

ಮನಗ ಕರದದುಕಗೂನಾಂಡದು ಹಗೂಸೋದರದು.  ಮತತ್ತಾ ತನನ  ಮಸೋಲೆ ಜಗಳ ತಗದದು ನನದು

ಜನರ ಮದುನಾಂದ ಈಗಸೋ ಹಸೋಳದುವುದದು ನಿಸೋನದು ನನಗ ಇಷಟ ವಿಲಶ  ಎನಾಂದದು ಜಗಳ

ಮಾಡಿದರದು.  ನನಾಂತರ ನನಗ ಗನಾಂಡದು ಮಗದುವಿನ ಜನನವಾಗ 1  ವಷರ್ಯಾವಾದರದು
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ತನನ ನದುನ  ಮತದುತ್ತಾ  ಮಗದುವನದುನ  ನಗೂಸೋಡಲದು ಬನಾಂದಿರದುವುದಿಲಶ  ಮತದುತ್ತಾ  ತನಗಗೂ ಮತದುತ್ತಾ

ಮಗದುವಿನ ಖಚದುರ್ಯಾ ವಚಚ ಕಗೂಕ  ಏನಗೂ ಕಗೂಟಟರದುವುದಿಲಶ .   ಆದದರರದ ಮಸೋಲಕ ನಾಂಡ

ಅರರ್ಯಾದಾರರ ವಿರದುದದ  ಕಾನಗೂನದು ಕ ತಮ ಜರದುಗಸಬಸೋಕನಾಂದದು ಕಗೂಟಟ  ದಗೂರಿನ

ಮಸೋರಗ ಈ ಪಗ್ರಾ.ವ.ವರದಿ".  Thereby,  it  is  alleged  that  the

petitioners are guilty of having committed an offence

punishable  U/s’s.  498A,  323,  504,  506,  114  R/w

Section  34  of  IPC  and  Section  3  &  4  of  Dowry

Prohibition  Act,  1961  and  Section  75  of  Juvenile

Justice [Care and Protection of Children] Act, 2015.

2[a]. The petitioners are apprehending their arrest at any

time by the respondent police. They submit that they

are  innocent  of  the  alleged  offence  and  that  they

would  abide  by  all  the  conditions  that  may  be

imposed on them. They have prayed for their release

on  anticipatory  bail  in  the  event  of  their  arrest  by

respondent police.

3. Learned  Public  Prosecutor  has  resisted  the  bail

petition  by  filing  statement  of  objections  and  has

prayed for dismissal of the petition.

4. I  have  heard  the  arguments  and  perused  the

materials available on record.
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5. Now,  the  following  points  that  arise  for  my

consideration and determination.

1. Whether  the  petitioners  have  made  out  a  prima-
facie case for grant of anticipatory bail, as prayed
for?

2. What Order?

6. My findings on the above said points are as under:

Point No.1: In the affirmative.

Point No.2: As per final order for following:

REASONS

7. Point No.1: The petitioners have furnished certified

copies of FIR, complaint etc.,

8. Perusal of these documents clearly shows that, on the

basis  of  a  complaint  lodged  by  Smt.  Preethi  W/o

Ningaraju,  the  respondent  police  have  registered  a

case in Cr. No. 54/2022 dated: 12-10-2022 against

the petitioners and 2 others, wherein the petitioners

are arrayed as A2 to 4 respectively.

9. On a careful perusal of the complaint allegations, it is

evident that the complainant has not mentioned the

exact motive/mens-rea behind the alleged incident or

the  overt  act  of  the  petitioners/A2  to  4,  but  has

merely  made  bald  allegations  against  the
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petitioners/A2  to  4.  Moreover,  none  of  the  above

alleged offence are either  punishable  with death or

imprisonment  for  life.  However,  the  case  is  a  non-

bailable  one  and  matter  in  issue  involved  in

matrimonial relationship.

10. One  of  the  alleged  offence  involved  in  this  case  is

connected  to  the  matrimonial  dispute  between  the

complainant and one Ningaraju who are the wife and

husband respectively. In this regard, the citation in

Arnesh vs.  State  of  Bihar reported in (2014)  8

SCC 273,  while  passing  the  bail  order  of  accused

wherein it has been held that: “lenient view has to be

taken while consider remand application at the stage

of  post  arrest”.  On plain reading of  the  above said

decision quoted supra,  it  is  aptly  applicable  to  the

case on hand.

11. The  petitioners/A2 to 4  are shown to be permanent

resident  of  #  15/161,  Ward  No.  15,  Babu

Jagajeevanaram  Extension,  Kasaba  Hobli,

Chamarajanagar  Town  and  Harave  village,

Chamarajanagar Taluk respectively,  at the address

mentioned  in  the  cause  title  and  they  have  also

submitted that they are ready and willing to furnish

surety  for  their  appearance  before  the  Court.  They
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have undertaken that they will not tamper or hamper

with the prosecution witnesses and evidence. There is

no possibility of the  petitioners/A2 to 4 to flee from

justice. Hence, the petitioners/A2 to 4 have made out

a prima-facie case for grant of anticipatory bail. 

12. Further, it is noteworthy that relief U/s. 438 Cr.P.C.

is only in the form of interim relief to remain in force

for a limited period so as to provide breathing time to

the  offender  to  surrender  before  the  jurisdictional

police and to appear before the jurisdictional Court.

13. Without expressing any opinion on merits of the case

and without  prejudice  to  the  foregoing  paragraphs,

this Court is of the opinion that there would be no

impediment  whatsoever,  if  the  petitioners/A2  to  4

have granted anticipatory bail  upon imposing strict

conditions. Accordingly, above point No.1 is answered

in the affirmative.

14. Point No.2: For the above said discussion, I proceed

to pass the following:

     O R D E R

The  Crl.  Misc.  Petition  filed  by  the
petitioners/A2 to 4 U/s. 438 Cr.P.C is allowed.

 
The respondent police are directed to release

the petitioners/A2 to 4 on bail in the event of their
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arrest,  in  connection  with  the  Cr.  No.  54/2022
filed  by  the  respondent  police  subject  to  the
following conditions: 
1. The petitioners/A2 to 4 shall  appear before the

Investigating  Officer  within  25  days  from  the
date  of  this  order  and  in  that  event,  the
Investigating Officer shall release them on bail by
obtaining  a  personal  bond  for  a  sum  of
Rs. 50,000/- each with one local surety for the
like  sum.  [Each  petitioner  shall  furnish  a
separate surety].

2. The  petitioners  shall  co-operate  with  the
Investigating Officer during investigation.

3. The  petitioners  shall  not  directly  or  indirectly
make  any  inducement,  threat,  promise  or
influence the witnesses or any person acquainted
with  the  facts  of  the  instant  case  so  as  to
dissuade them from disclosing such facts either
to  the Court  or  to  the Investigating Officer  and
shall not tamper the evidence.

4. The  petitioners  shall  produce  an  authenticated
proof  of  their  residential  address  mentioned  in
the cause title of this petition before the I.O. while
executing the bond.

[Dictated to the Stenographer, computerized by her, revised and corrected and then
pronounced by me in the open Court on this the 08th day of November, 2022].

 

                                                 [Lokappa. N.R.]
                               Addl. District & Sessions Judge, 

                           Chamarajanagara, [Sitting at Kollegala].
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