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IN THE COURT OF THE JUDICIAL MAGISTRATE NO.II, METTUR

Present : Thiru.D.Myilswamy, B.Com, B.L.,
Judicial Magistrate No.II,
Mettur.

Wednesday, the 01* day of April — 2026

CC. No. 667/2024
CNR No : TNSA18-002530-2024

State of Tamil Nadu

Rep by the sub Inspector of police,

Jalakandapuram Police station,

Cr.No.82/2024 Complainant
/Ivsl]

Al.Yuvaraj, (aged about 53 years/2024)

S/o0. Chinnappareddy,

Residing at Police Line Street,
Jalakandapuram, Now at P.U.Padasalai Street,
PSR Tex Opp,

Jalakandapuram,

Mettur Taluk, Salem District.

A2.Latha, (aged about 44 years/2024),
W/o.Yuvaraj,

Residing at P.U.Padasalai Street,
Jalakandapuram,

Mettur Taluk, Salem District.
A3.Sathishkumar, (aged about 27 years/2024)
S/o. Yuvaraj,

Residing at P.U.Padasalai Street,
Jalakandapuram,

Mettur Taluk, Salem District. Accused No.1 to 3

This case was taken on file on 02.12.2024 and came for final hearing before me
on 27.03.2026 in the presence of Thiru.V.Shanmugasundaram, Assistant Public
Prosecutor, the learned counsel for the complainant and Thiru.R.Boopathy, the

learned counsel for the accused no.1 to 3 and upon hearing both side arguments and
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on perusing the entire records and having stood over for consideration of the said
case till date, this court both the following:
(Statement as per Rule 106 of the Criminal Rules of Practice, 2019)

Serial Number CC No0.667/2024

2 |Name of Police Station & Crime Number Jalakandapuram Police Station
Cr.No.82 of 2024

3 |Name of Accused Al.Yuvaraj,

S/o. Chinnappareddy,
A2.Latha,
W/o.Yuvaraj,
A3.Sathishkumar,

S/0. Yuvaraj,

4 |Occupation Coolie
Residence Al:Residing at Police Line
Street,

Jalakandapuram, @ Now  at
P.U.Padasalai Street,

PSR Tex Opp,
Jalakandapuram,

Mettur Taluk, Salem District.
A2:Residing at P.U.Padasalai
Street,

Jalakandapuram,

Mettur Taluk, Salem District.
A3:Residing at P.U.Padasalai
Street,

Jalakandapuram,

Mettur Taluk, Salem District.

6 |Age A1l: (aged about 53 years/2024)
A2: (aged about 44 years/2024),
A3: (aged about 27 years/2024)

7  |Occurrence (Date of offence) 02.05.2024
Complaint 07.05.2024
9 |Apprehension (Date of Arrest) A3:07.05.2024

Al and A2 got AB
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10 |Release on Bail (Yes/No, Date) A3:22.05.2024
Al and A2 got AB
11 |Commitment (to Court) 02.12.2024
12 |Commencement of Trial 27.01.2026
13 |Closure of Trial 26.03.2026

14 |Sentence or Order (Verdict, Punishment) 01.04.2026

15 |Service of Copy of Judgment to Accused --

16 |Explanation of Delay (if any) --

JUDGMENT

1. The sub Inspector of Police of Jalakandapuram Police has laid final report that
in the year of 2022 one Ramani was residing along with father in law, mother in law
and her husband as a joint family. The said latha demand dowry of Rs.2,00,000/-
from Ramani and caused fight then Ramani handed over her jewels. During ramani
was stay in house, the said Yuvaraj has wrongly teased ramani by touch her stomach
and insulted then criminally threatened. Then ramani went to her mother house due to
fight with her husband, then continuously sent vulgar video messages to the cell
phone belonged to Ramani and caused cruelty. Then ramani shown messages to her
brother and mother and also forwarded to her husband. Then her husband decided to
go separate residence but it was resisted by mother in law of ramani, on 02.05.2024 at
around 11.00 P.M the said ramani husband come to her mother house in full drunken
mood and demand to give child and scold filthily words, then attacked her mother in
law, father in law and ramani brother. Relating to this, the ramani lodged complaint
before Jalakandapuram Police Station, then registered the first information report in
Cr.No.82/2024 for offence under section 294 (b), 323, 354(A), 509, 506(1) of IPC r/w
section 4 of TNPHW Act, after completion of investigation, the accused No.1 to 4
had committed an offence punishable under section 294 (b), 352, 354(A), 509, 506(1)
of IPC r/w section 4 of TNPHW Act by alteration.

CC.No.667/2024




4

2. This court on perusal of the material records had on satisfaction had taken
cognizance of the offence under section 294 (b), 352, 354(A), 509, 506(i) of IPC r/w
section 4 of TNPHW Act. Upon appearance of the accused No.l to 3, copies of
documents relied on the side of the prosecution was furnished to them under section
207 of Cr.p.c. On perusal of the materials placed by the prosecution, this Court felt
that the materials placed by the prosecution were sufficient and adequate to presume
prima facie case has been made out against the accused No.1 to 3 and the accusation
explained against the accused No.l to 3 and explained to the accused No.l to 3 in
tamil. The accused had denied the same as false case and pleaded not guilty and
claimed to be tried. Thereupon, the case was adjourned for examination of the

prosecution witnesses.

3. In order to prove the guilt of the accused No.l to 3, the prosecution had
examined six witnesses as PW1 to PW6 and marked documents as EX.P.1 to EX.P.8
and marked Ex.Mo.1 to 3.

4. The case of the prosecution as deposed by the prosecution witness is as

follows:

PW1 Ramani is residing at Jalakandapuram and she took marriage with
accused no.3 sathish kumar after loved each other, after arrangement of marriage with
permission of both side parents, she have one male child, she have given male child
in the 7™ month of 2022 in her parents house. Then after given birth, she had been
residing with her husband as joint family, her husband borrowed amount of
Rs.2,00,000 /- as debt, her mother in law demand Pwl to receive amount of
Rs.2,00,000/- from her mother. While Pw1 was alone, her father in law touch her
stomach and acting wronghly, due to this fight prevail between Pw1 and her husband,
then she went to her mother’s house, her husband come in night time to her mother

house and asked to give child in full drunken mood, then accused no.3 scold bad
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words against Pw1’s parents, then attacked Pw1’s brother, then father in law of Pw1
sent vulgar message to cell phone, then she lodged complaint before jalakandapuram
police station, she identified the signature in complaint, know the contents in
complaint, the complaint marked as ExP1, her husband refused to come separtely
with Pw1, she produced two cell phone along with complaint, which marked as Ex

Mo No.1 and Ex Mo No.2, she was enquired by police.

5. The Pw2 Kumaresan is residing at jalakandapuram and working as driver, the
Pw1 is her daughter and her daughter love with accused no.3, on such arrangement of
both side parents, both took marriage, both residing at jalakandapuram. The pw1 was
residing with accused as joint family, during joint family the accused no.3 borrowed
debt of Rs.2,00,000 /- thus accused no.2 demand amount through accused no.3. The
accused no.l has touched Pwl’s stomach when she was alone and attempt to act
wrong. Then Pw1 went to Pw2’s house, then accused no.3 come in full drunken mood
and asked to give male child and caused problem, then accused no.3 scold bad words
against Pwl to Pw3, then accused no.3 attacked Pwl, then Pwl lodged complaint
before police station, she was enquired by police. The Pw3 Valarmathi is residing at
jalakandapuram and engaged in retail vegetable sales, the Pwl is his daughter, he

deposed similarly as like of Pw2, he was enquired by police.

6.  The Pw4 senthil kumar is residing at jalakandapuram, he know the Pwl and
accused, both were loved and arranged marriage, before two years around 4 P.m., the
jalakandapuram police were inspected valarmathi ‘s house and drawn sketch, he
identified 1* siganture in observation mahazar, the observation mahazar marked as
ExP2, before two years around 4 P.m., the police were seized one cell phone in the
presence of witness by prepared seizure mahazar, he identified 1* signature in seizure
mahazar, the 1* signature marked as ExP3, he was enquired by police. The Pw5

sitheswaran is residing at jalakandapuram and doing finance, the Pw1 is his sister, in
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the year of 2024, the Pwl1 and the accused were fight among them, he did not know

further details, he was enquired by police.

7. The Pw6 Mohankumar is working as head constable in Jalakandapuram police
station, on 07.05.2024, the sub inspector Madhuraj was present in station, received
complaint from Pwl, then registered the first information report in crime no.82/2024
for the offence under section 294 (b), 323, 354(A), 509, 506(i) of IPC r/w section 4 of
TNPHW Act, the first information report marked as Ex.P4. Then proceed to the place
of occurrence on 07.05.2024 at around 2.00 P.M., and drawn sketch in the presence of
witness, the rough sketch marked as ExP5. On 07.05.2024 around 4.40 P.M., the cell
phone was seized in the presence of witness by prepared seizure mahazar, the seizure
mahazar marked as ExP6, then sent the case property to the court by prepared form
95, the form 95 marked as ExP7, the cell phone marked as Ex Mo No.3, then 3™
accused was arrested and sent to the court custody, then accused were obtained
anticipatory bail from Honble district court. On completion of the investigation, the
investigaton officer had laid down final report against the accused No.l to 3 under
section 294 (b), 323, 354(A), 509, 506(i) of IPC r/w section 4 of TNPHW Act, into
under section 294 (b), 352, 354(A), 509, 506(i) of IPC r/w section 4 of TNPHW Act,
by prepared alteration report. The alteration report marked as ExP8.

8. On completion of prosecution evidence, the incriminating materials available
on records, as deposed by the prosecution witnesses, have been explained and
questioned the accused No. 1 to 3 u/s 313(1) (b) of Cr.P.C for their answers. The
accused No.1 to 3 denied their complicity of incriminating circumstances appeared

against them and they have stated that it is false case foisted against them.

9. The accused 1 to 3 stated that they had defence witness and later stated that

there is no defence witness and after recording the same, this court heard both sides.
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10. Both sides heard. The evidence of witnesses and material records have been

perused.

11. THE POINT FOR CONSIDERATION:

Whether the prosecution had proved the charges under section 294 (b), 352,
354(A), 509, 506(1) of IPC r/w section 4 of TNPHW Act, as against the accused No.1

to 3 with relevant evidence and documents beyond all the reasonable doubt ?

12. ANSWER TO THE POINT:

The charges against the accused that in the year of 2022 one Ramani was
residing along with father in law, mother in law and her husband as a joint family.
The said latha demand dowry of Rs.2,00,000/- from Ramani and caused fight then
Ramani handed over her jewels. During ramani was stay in house, the said Yuvaraj
has wrongly teased ramani by touch her stomach and insulted then criminally
threatened. Then ramani went to her mother house due to fight with her husband, then
continuously sent vulgar video messages to the cell phone belonged to Ramani and
caused cruelty. Then ramani shown messages to her brother and mother and also
forwarded to her husband. Then her husband decided to go separate residence but it
was resisted by mother in law of ramani, on 02.05.2024 at around 11.00 P.M the said
ramani husband come to her mother house in full drunken mood and demand to give
child and scold filthily words, then attacked her mother in law, father in law and
ramani brother. Relating to this, the ramani lodged complaint before Jalakandapuram
Police Station, then registered the first information report in Cr.No0.82/2024 for
offence under section 294 (b), 323, 354(A), 509, 506(i) of IPC r/w section 4 of
TNPHW Act, after completion of investigation, the accused No.1 to 4 had committed
an offence punishable under section 294 (b), 352, 354(A), 509, 506(i) of IPC r/w
section 4 of TNPHW Act by alteration.
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13. To prove the charges against the accused No.l to 3, the prosecution had relied
upon the oral evidence of PW1 to Pw6 and EX.P.1 to EX.P8 and Ex Mo No.l to Ex
mo No.3. In this case, that in the year of 2022 one Ramani was residing along with
father in law, mother in law and her husband as a joint family. The said latha demand
dowry of Rs.2,00,000/- from Ramani and caused fight then Ramani handed over her
jewels. During ramani was stay in house, the said Yuvaraj has wrongly teased ramani
by touch her stomach and insulted then criminally threatened. Then ramani went to
her mother house due to fight with her husband, then continuously sent vulgar video
messages to the cell phone belonged to Ramani and caused cruelty. Then ramani
shown messages to her brother and mother and also forwarded to her husband. Then
her husband decided to go separate residence but it was resisted by mother in law of
ramani, on 02.05.2024 at around 11.00 P.M the said ramani husband come to her
mother house in full drunken mood and demand to give child and scold filthily
words, then attacked her mother in law, father in law and ramani brother. The Pw1 in
his evidence then after given birth, she had been residing with her husband as joint
family, her husband borrowed amount of Rs.2,00,000 /- as debt, her mother in law
demand Pw1 to receive amount of Rs.2,00,000/- from her mother. While Pw1 was
alone, her father in law touch her stomach and acting wronghly, due to this fight
prevail between Pwl and her husband, then she went to her mother’s house, her
husband come in night time to her mother house and asked to give child in full
drunken mood, then accused no.3 scold bad words against Pwl’s parents, then
attacked Pw1’s brother, then father in law of Pw1 sent vulgar message to cell phone,
then she lodged complaint before jalakandapuram police station, later on compromise
arrived with accused No.3, now Pw1 and accused no.3 jointly residing separtely and
to accept happiest life of Pwl with accused no.3 to hide all past things, this court
accepted the compromise, the extract portion of Pwl cross examination herewith
“pmiiser  sHCung Celpg empbg @SEpMd.  prepnd  eTSMfle@ph  FwNgGTOND
DSl @mb. mreor HHCUTE 3tb oTEWu_ oo SiTeoT WEIBEI UHEICMET. BT SHoofuiTes
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B Cungl oresT MDETT WIS oTeoTURN 6T6oT auslhemm ©I&SM " (B Seumines L 1bg/
Glsroirer pwml CIFUISMI 6TATMNED EoDoov. g &blq TETESHLD 6TEOT &EvOTEU(IH LD &F6vdT 6L
UbSS/ GTATMITOD EBoDotov. 6TeoT SovoTodll BL9.585/" (5 61607 Wwescmeor CosL” (7 Srey Covewaruiled
SSITM OFIST 6T66TMITeY &vomov. oreoT ©lMHEmImiesomar OB Shg wiT eI, & EDOTL T @66)
oreoTy ©l&FMeved] Suéleommi eredTMITe) Eobomov, 6TeoT HibIl K18 CH s uTct60T 61T ool e LsloD
BSOVSUFLD ORUSE| GBS 6TEOTMITEY EBoUeoV. 6Te0T HavTRU 6TeoTemooT El&SRING WIT 6TeoTRY
Sl 19 o eT6OTMMEY  Sovemov 6TedT mpeon  6T6oT  EIFLCUITeTlDEG  LTedI)  EISMBSGITY
Osmh &G aemssuilovieor & pyeh ClEIISIsomar Dieoyil] eubsmi oTeoTmITe) &oevemov. & HITeoT
S20VEBOTLMTD &iTeYeD thlomoviD OIFGoTRY oTPSS CPovlDITeoT LM ©lesm(HSC&60T orasTmImeD
&1hCss8Sloor Cuifloh EIsMKSCs60T. LsmflayeTor eSS 6TeoTEomL LG STEOT. Diblaeiror
oSlougth o1c015 & OlSING). Hooflésl9.dsoond GlEovevevmd oTedTay o160T &Sevoreufl_tb ©l&FmeLEdL
Cungy e G & wmyssIed 1 mi eresrmmed Sevemev'* Which reveals that Pwl does not

supported the prosecution.

14.  The Pw3 turned hostile in cross examination, the extract portion of Pw3
herewith “mreoud orlflupp &Fwnsreond &l GLmb. oreor waH@HLD, 3D o1dlMliD
sHCung Csihgl wmphs QIABSIDTISOT 6TEOTMITD <BpOMD. 6T DE&SOT &SIt
BwpdS Cung weuns) ereorucui 6resT w6 aulslhenm ©SM(F SN BL b/
Glsmeirer (pwmdl C&FUISSNS 6T6OT 0BT GISFTEOTEOTT 6TEOTMITEY EBoDEDoV. 38 6OTToD LDCOT
2 _cwondFey amuUL L SMes ©IFTeOTeoNT 6TedIMITeD &evomov. D& 61T ID&BGIT 6TeoT
" 19.0& kS Yl B IBITGIT 6T60T IDIBLOSGET (L9555 (7 Cumemeor C&sL” () Sy
Beovomomulod Seanmy OIFUISM 6TETMITED LB6U6oV.  6TEOTEDEOTILILD, 6TEOT & COOTRICOUILD
©l&saIhq wir eouw, sabrLmr 6968l ereoTgy Gl&meveS) Cusleotmi eredTmMey Eovewov. o1
&SSO 61T & oAT ClSSq T 6T6oTmY Sl 19 oM 61D Eevemov. Ul oTeoT
&6 siteved [blowevid ©FeTRY UsMT ooy GMBMESSM oTeoTmime) Gobomov® Which
reveals that Pw3 does not supported the prosecution, due to reunion of Pwl and the

accused no.3, the Pw3 turned hostile in cross examination.
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15.  Though the present officer stated about the fact of the case, but the Pw1, Pw3
does not supported the prosecution. Thus, the prosecution has not proved the case
beyond reasonable doubt. Thus the offence under section 294 (b), 323 of IPC is not

proved beyond reasonable doubt against the accused No.1 to 4.

16. In the result, this Court holds that the prosecution had not proved the offence
under section 294 (b), 352, 354(A), 509, 506(i) of IPC r/w section 4 of TNPHW Act
as against the accused No. 1 to 3 beyond reasonable doubt and the accused no. 1 to 3

are acquitted u/s 248(1) of Cr.p.c.

17. PROPERTY ORDER : The Property in C.P .No.78/2024, Dated:22.05.2024
(1) 9655145546 eretim @&evBuncst etavoramycoL w JIO  SbLesr sequw Vivo
@&cb@uredr spedrmy. IMEI No. 1.863591040243952  2.863591040243945, (2) 22

udsmHIBeT Vivo QFcedicr Smbal uSleNndasnd Qaiuiu_§ Ofer e’ eT@éssiur_L
yemasUUL D WhHmId eunEsd Db smpser @&cCuneiles Suphs uSleSinssd
sy Oflaor o a@ds b Gsflyb. ereremey er@dstur_Lg.  (3)
9095071716 eredrm @&ev@unesr erasoramycitor Airte]l b esr saiquw Realme narzo
@&evBuresr spedrmy. IMEI no. 1.866805051448699 2.86680505144868

1). Among them, the Ex.Mo.2 was taken print out from cell phone which comes
around 22 pages it is to be destroyed after expiry of appeal period.

2) The case property 9655145546 eretrm @&ev@unesr erasoramyemL w JIO  SibqpLcsr
go1qw Vivo @&ev@uredt @eormy. IMEI No. 1.863591040243952 2.863591040243945,
is hereby order to return to the owner of the property after verification and further
order to return the cell phone after flash out the storage media and other things.

3) The case property 9095071716 eredrm @&cv@unesr ercsoramyeiremr Airtel HibpL eor
salqu Realme narzo @&ev@umesr opermy. IMEI no. 1.866805051448699
2.86680505144868 1is hereby order to return to the owner of the property after
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verification and further order to return the cell phone after flash out the storage media

and other things.

pronounced in the open court on the 01* day of April 2026.

Digitally signed by

Myilswamy b 220101 191641
+0530

ate:
05!

Directly typed by me in the Computer and corrected by me and the Judgment

Judicial Magistrate No.II,

Mettur.
Prosecution side witnesses:-
PW1 Ramani
PW2 Kumaresan
PW3 Valarmathi
PW4 Senthil kumar
PWS5 sithieswaran
PW6 Mohan kumar
Prosecution side Exhibits:- Judicial Form No.68
Date,When
S.No P
of Description of the exhibit and the exhibit How By
. was Whom Remarks
the its date . marked
o filed in the filed
exhibit
case
1. Complaint statement 27.01.2026 |Exhibit P1 Pwl Original
2. Observation mahazar 27.01.2026 |Exhibit P2 Pw4 Original
o« ) . L
3. | signature inseizure 27.01.2026 |ExhibitP3 | py4  Original
mahazar
4. | First information report 26.03.2026 ExhibitP4 | pwe | Original
5. |Rough sketch 26.03.2026 |Exhibit P5 Pw6 Original
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6. |Seizure mahazar 26.03.2026 |Exhibit P6 Pw6 Original
7. |Form 95 26.03.2026 |ExhibitP7 | pye | Original
8. Alteration report 26.03.2026 |Exhibit P8 Pw6 Original

Material Objects:-

Defence side Witness:- -Nil-

Defence side Exhibits:- -Nil- Myilswamy E“gthi’%‘ggmify

Note:

19:16:47 +0530

Judicial Magistrate No.II,

Mettur.

1)  During the trial of the case, the accused is on bail and the bail bond executed
by the accused shall stand cancelled.

2)  No witnesses had been called for evidence more than three days.

3) Result of the judgment had been informed to the Prosecution/concerned police.
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