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

Friday, the Twenty Seventh day of March Two Thousand Fifteen
PRESENT
The Hon ble Mr Justice P.N.PRAKASH
CRL OP(MD) Nos.4159 & 4515 of 2015

GUNASEELAN ... PETITIONER/ACCUSED No.2 in
CRL.OP.NO.4159/2015

VAIRAMANI ... PETITIONER/ACCUSED No.l in
CRL.OP.NO.4515/2015
Vs

STATE REP BY THE INSPECTOR OF POLICE
DISTRICT CRIME BRANCH, THENI DIST,
CRIME NO.6/2015 ... RESPONDENT/COMPLAINANT IN BOTH CASES

For Petitioner : M/S.K.ASOK KUMAR RAM Advocate (No Appearance)
For Respondent : MR.A.P.BALASUBRAMANIAN Govt. Advocate ( Crl. Side)

PETITION FOR ANTICIPATORY BAIL Under Sec. 438 Cr.P.C.
ORDER : The Court Made the following order :-

The petitioners, who apprehend arrest at the hands of the
respondent police for the alleged offence punishable under Sections
406,420 and 506(1) r/w 120(b) IPC, in Crime NO. 6 of 2015 on the
file of the respondent police, seek anticipatory bail.

2. This Court, vide order dated 24.03.2015, had passed the
following order:-

“Heard the learned counsel for the
petitioners and the learned Government Advocate
(Crl. Side).

2.The respondent police is present and filed a
status report in this case.

3.The de-facto complainant i1s an Army man and
he has been royally cheated by the petitioners and
others by showing the property of one
Sudhamaniyammal. When the de-facto complainant
approached Sudhamaniyammal, much to his surprise,
Sudhamaniyammal replied that she has no intention
of selling the property and thus these petitioners

hups:/incservices.ecourts. gV IAICsRVCES the Army man to the tune of Rs.15 lakhs.



4. It is submitted by the learned Government
Advocate (Crl. Side) that the petitioner in
Crl.O0.P. (MD) No. 4515 of 2015 has four previous
cases to his credit and this is the 5% case.

5. At this juncture, the learned counsel for
the petitioner seeks further time for
instructions. Post 'for orders' on 27.03.2015.”

3. Today, the Criminal Original Petitions are 1listed today
under the caption “For Orders”. When the petitions were taken up for
hearing, there was no representation on behalf of the petitioners.

4. The learned Government Advocate(Criminal Side) for the
respondent submitted that there are four previous cases against
these petitioners.

5. Under such circumstances, this Court is of the wview that
this 1s not a fit ~case to grant anticipatory Dbail to the
petitioners. Hence these Criminal Original Petitions are dismissed.

sd/-
27/03/2015
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Sub-Assistant Registrar (C.S.)
Madurai Bench of Madras High Court,
Madurai - 625 023.

1 THE INSPECTOR OF POLICE
DISTRICT CRIME BRANCH, THENI
2 THE ADDL PUBLIC PROSECUTOR
MADURATI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT, MADURAT.

ORDER
IN
CRL OP(MD) No.4159 & 4515 of 2015
Date :27/03/2015
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