
BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
( Criminal Jurisdiction )

Friday, the Twenty Fourth day of July Two Thousand  Fifteen

PRESENT
The Hon`ble Mr Justice K.KALYANASUNDARAM

CRL OP(MD) No.14094 of 2015

1 ARUNACHALAM                        
2 KUMAR                               ... PETITIONER(S) / ACCUSED 1 - 2

                              Vs

STATE REP BY:: THE INSPECTOR OF POLICE            
TALUK POLICE STATION, PATTUKOTTAI, THANJAVUR 
DIST. (CR.NO. 181/2015)                ... RESPONDENT(S) / COMPLAINANT

For Petitioner : M/S. R. VENKATESHWAR  Advocate

For Respondent : Mr.K.V.RAJARAJAN, Government Advocate(Crl.Side) 

          PETITION FOR  BAIL Under Sec. 439  Cr.P.C.

ORDER :  The Court Made the following order :-

The petitioners, who are arrayed as A1 and A2 in Crime No.181 of
2015 on the file of the respondent police, was arrested and remanded to
judicial  custody  on  10.06.2015  for  the  alleged  offences  punishable
under Sections 170, 171 and 468 of I.P.C., r/w Section 5 of the Emblems
and Names (Prevention of Improper Use) Act, 1950 and hence, seek bail.

2.According  to  the  de-facto  complainant,  the  Tasildhar  of
Pattukottai Taluk, the accused have affixed a sticker as if he is a
Government Servant and also having two ID cards showing that the first
accused is a Director of Tamil Nadu Anti Corruption Vigilance Cell and
approached  the  de-facto  complainant  for  transfer  of  the  revenue
documents.

3.The learned counsel for the petitioners submitted that the
first  petitioner  is  a  social  worker  and  he  has  already  gave  a
complaint against the de-facto complainant and due to that vengeance,
the petitioners have been falsely implicated in this case and the
second petitioner is only a driver of the first petitioner.

4.The learned Government Advocate (Crl.side)would submit that the
respondent  has  completed  the  investigation  and  also  laid  a  charge
sheet in this case. He further submitted that the petitioner has no
bad antecedent.

5.Considering the facts and circumstances of the case, this Court
is  inclined  to  enlarge  the  petitioners  on  bail  on  the  following
conditions.https://hcservices.ecourts.gov.in/hcservices/



6.Accordingly, the petitioners are directed to be released on bail
on  executing a bond for a sum of     Rs.10,000/-(Rupees ten thousand
only) with two sureties each for a like sum to the satisfaction of the
learned Judicial Magistrate, Pattukottai and on further condition that
the petitioners shall report before the respondent police daily at
10.00 a.m., until further orders.
                                        sd/-
                                        24/07/2015
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                                   Sub-Assistant Registrar (C.S.)
TO

1   THE JUDICIAL MAGISTRATE PATTUKOTTAI

2   THE CHIEF JUDICIAL MAGISTRATE
THANJAVUR AT KUMBAKONAM

3    THE ADDL. PUBLIC PROSECUTOR   MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT,
MADURAI 

4   THE OFFICER IN CHARGE
DISTRICT PRISON THANJAVUR

5   THE INSPECTOR OF POLICE
TALUK POLICE STATION, PATTUKOTTAI, THANJAVUR DIST.

+1. CC to M/S. R. VENKATESHWAR  Advocate  SR.No.41286
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