
IN THE COURT OF THE LI ADDL. CITY CIVIL & SESSIONS
JUDGE AT BENGALURU CITY. (CCH 52)

Dated this the 20th  day of May 2022

:PRESENT:

  Sri T. Govindaiah, B.Com. LL.B,
LVI Addl. City Civil  & Sessions Judge,

I/c. LI Addl. City Civil & Sessions Judge, 
Bengaluru City.

Crl. Misc. No.  4491/2022

BETWEEN
Rachana Hanmanth,
D/o. Smt. Savithri,
Aged about 25 years, 
R/at No.137, 3rd Main road, 
G.D.Park extension,
Vyali Kaval,
Bengaluru-560003.

                       …Petitioner

                        (By Dr. Vandana P.L., Adv.)

AND
    The State of Karnataka,

                                        By High grounds Police station,  
                                        Millers Road, Vasanth Nagar,
                                        Bengaluru. 52.

                                      Now investigated by CID, 
   Palace Road, Bengaluru. 

                                                                             

                                  (Rep. by  Learned Public Prosecutor) 
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ORDER

This  is  a  petition  filed  U/s  438  of  Cr.P.C  by  the

petitioner seeking anticipatory bail in the event of her arrest

in Crime No. 60/2022 of High grounds P.S. registered for the

offences punishable under Sections 120-B, 420, 465, 468 and

471 of IPC R/w. Sec. 34 of IPC  pending on the file of VIII

ACMM, Bengaluru.

2. In brief, the grounds urged  by the petitioner are as

under:

 Petitioner is a very innocent and  law abiding citizen.

She has nothing to do with the offences alleged. The case of

the  prosecution  is  that  one  Mr.  Veeresh  was  involved  in

malpractice,  cheating  etc.,  who  wrote  his  exams  from

Kalaburgi.   Where  as  the  petitioner  appeared  from

Bangaluru, there is absolutely no connection between said

Mr.  Veeresh  and  the  petitioner.  Hence  the  question  of

petitioner involvement in the alleged incident does not arise

at  all.   It  is  submitted  that  the  examination  hall  was

surrounded by CCTV camaras and there were absolutely no
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such possibility of malpractice should have occurred that too

under the vigilance of supervisors and squad.  Though the

offences alleged in the complaint and FIR  are non  bailable

in  nature, they are neither punishable with death sentence

or imprisonment for life.  The Petitioner is  the resident of

address shown in the cause title and she hails from a very

respectable family. She has no any criminal antecedents, if

she is arrested by the Respondent police, her image in the

society will go down.  The Petitioner is ready and willing to

offer surety  to  the satisfaction of  the court  and ready to

abide by any conditions  being imposed.  Hence, the present

petition. 

3. In response  to the notice Learned  PP has appeared

for  the  Respondent  and  filed  detail  objections  with  the

report of the IO.  In the objections, by reiterating the facts

of the case, the prosecution has contented that, there are

sufficient  prima  facie  materials  available  on  record

indicating involvement of the petitioner with other accused

in the commission of alleged offences. The allegations made

against  the  accused  are  very  grave  in  nature.  If  she   is
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granted anticipatory bail  she may tamper with witnesses for

prosecution  and  she  may  hamper  the  process  of

investigation.  Hence, it is prayed to dismiss the petition.

4. Heard the arguments of both the sides and perused

the materials placed on record.

5. The only point which emerges for the consideration

of this court is:

 “whether the petitioner has made out good grounds
for granting of  anticipatory bail as required U/s 438
of Cr.PC  ? “

6. My finding on the aforesaid point is in the Negative

for the following:

   REASONS

7.  A   perusal  of   the  materials  placed  on  record

indicates that one Sri.P. Narasimha murthy, Dy.S.P. I.F.U. CID,

Bengaluru,  who is investigating the case of malpractice in

recruitment  of  P.S.I.  had  issued  notice  to  172  applicants

calling  upon  them  to  appear  for  investigation  along  with

their  Carbon  copies  and  Hall  tickets  on  18.5.2022.

Accordingly on 20.4.2022,   21.4.2022 and on 22.4.2022 all

the applicants and their documents were verified except 4
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applicants. The copies were seized and sent for FSL Report

and  reports  were  obtained  on  28.4.2022  among  which

prima-facie  it  was  noticed  that  there  were  mismatches

between OMR and Carbon copies of 22 candidates  and the

present  petitioner  Rachana  Hanmath  Roll  No.  9242741  is

one of such candidate whose OMR sheet and carbon copy

mismatched. The further Investigation is handed over to CID.

9.   It  is  further  case  of  prosecution  that  present

accused No.17  colluding  with accused No.1, 7,9, 12 and 18

was  absconding  from  the  date  of  investigation.  If  she  is

released  on  anticipatory  bail  she  may  remain  ever

absconding  and  not  co-operate  with  the  I.O.  for  further

investigation.  It may give bad influence on the society who

have  committed  malpractice  in  the  recruitment  of

candidates  who  appeared  for  P.S.I.  Post  and  other

government jobs.  There are sufficient prima-facie materials

available  on  record  to  show  that  she  along  with  other

accused  committed  malpractice  in  the  recruitment  of

examination  for  PSI  Post.   Hence  the  petitioner  is  not



6
                                                                     Crl.Misc. 4491/2022

entitled  for  anticipatory  bail  as  prayed  for.  Therefore the

petition filed by the petitioner for anticipatory bail is hereby

rejected.  Hence,  for  the  reasons  and  discussions  made

above, I  answer the point raised above in the  Negative.

10.  In the result of my above discussion, I  proceed to

pass the following:

ORDER

The petition filed by the petitioner U/s 438 of Cr.PC is

hereby dismissed. 

  (Dictated to the Judgement writer  directly on the computer,
typed by her and after corrections,  printout taken and then
pronounced in the Open Court and signed by me, on this the
20th day of May, 2022) 

              (T. Govindaiah)
        I/c. LI Addl. City Civil & Sessions Judge, 

                                                            Bengaluru City
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Orders pronounced today in open court
      vide separate  orders.

ORDER

The petition filed by the petitioner U/s 438 of Cr.PC is

hereby dismissed. 

              (T. Govindiah)
       I/c.  LI Addl. City Civil & Sessions Judge, 

                                                            Bengaluru City

      



8
                                                                     Crl.Misc. 4491/2022


