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

Wednesday, the Fifteenth day of July Two Thousand  Fifteen

PRESENT

The Hon`ble Mr Justice K.KALYANASUNDARAM

CRL OP(MD) No.17612 of 2014 

1 PALANIKUMAR       

2 RAMALAKSHMI      

3 PALANICHETTIAR    

4 KUMARESAN      

5 CHELLATHAI                            ... PETITIONER(S) / ACCUSED 1 TO 5

                              Vs

THE STATE REP.BY  THE INSPECTOR OF POLICE            
CHINNAKOVILANGULAM POLICE STATION, 
TIRUNELVELI DISTRICT, CR.NO.167/2014   ... RESPONDENT / COMPLAINANT 

For Petitioner : M/S.M.SARAVANAN  Advocate

For Respondent :  M/S.K.V.RAJARAJAN  Govt. Advocate ( Crl. Side) 

For Intervenor : M/S.G.Thiruvarutselvan Advocate
 

          PETITION FOR  ANTICIPATORY BAIL Under Sec. 438  Cr.P.C.
 

ORDER :  The Court Made the following order :-

The petitioners, who are arrayed as A1 to A5 apprehend arrest at the
hands of the respondent police for the alleged offences punishable under
sections  147, 342, 323, 506(ii) and 366 of IPC r/w section 511 IPC and
section 4 of TNPWH Act,  in Crime No.167 of 2014 on the file of the
respondent police and hence, seek anticipatory bail.

2.According to the de-facto complainant, on 12.09.2014 at about 7.00
a.m, the 2nd petitioner/A2 called the de-facto complainant to her house
under the guise of connecting a Gas Cylinder and thereafter, A2 to A5
closed the doors enabling A1 to tie Tali in the neck of the de-facto
complainant.

3.The  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioners  submitted  that  the
petitioners are innocent persons and they have been unnecessarily roped in
this case.
 

4.Mr.G.Thiruvarutselvan,  learned  counsel  appearing  for  the
intervenor/de-facto complainant vehemently opposed this petition stating
that all the accused have conspired together and A1 attempted to tie Tali
and therefore, they are not entitled for anticipatory bail.
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5.Heard the learned Government Advocate (Criminal side) appearing for

the respondent.
 
 6.Considering  the  nature  of  the  allegation  made  against  the
petitioners,   this Court is not inclined to grant anticipatory bail to
the petitioners.  Hence, this petition is dismissed.
 

                                        sd/-
                                        15/07/2015
 
               / TRUE COPY /

                                   Sub-Assistant Registrar (C.S.)
                               
TO

1   THE INSPECTOR OF POLICE CHINNAKOVILANGULAM POLICE STATION, 
   TIRUNELVELI

2  THE ADDITIONAL PUBLIC PROSECUTOR,
    MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT, MADURAI

+1cc to M/S. G.Thiruvarutselvan, Advocate in SR.No 39030
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