IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
( Criminal Jurisdiction )
Wednesday, the Eighteenth day of April Two Thousand Eighteen
PRESENT
The Hon ble Mr Justice P. KALAIYARASAN
CRIMINAL ORIGINAL PETITION No.4966 of 2018

1 S.VARADARAJAN [ PETITIONERS / ACCUSED ]
2 SENTHIL SELVAN

3 K.PARIVALLAL

4 V.SENTHIL VENUGOPAL

5 V.ARUMUGAM

6 GOPINATH

7 ARUMUGAM MUTHIAPPAN

8 G.DINESH

Vs

THE INSPECTOR OF POLICE, [ RESPONDENT ]
T.14, MANGADU POLICE STATION,

CHENNAI-600 122

CR.NO.311 OF 2018.

For Petitioner : MR.B.KUMAR SENIOR COUNSEL FOR
M/S.S.RAMACHANDRAN Advocate

For Respondent : MR. M.PRABHAVATHI GANESH RAM ADD. PUBLIC PROSOECUTOR
PETITION FOR ANTICIPATORY BAIL Under Sec. 438 Cr.P.C.

ORDER : The Court Made the following order :-

This Criminal Original Petition has been filed praying to grant
Anticipatory Bail to the petitioners.

2. A case has been registered against the petitioners by the
respondent police in Cr.No.311 of 2018 for the offence under Sections
147, 448, 294 (b), 323, 386 and 506 (i) IPC.

3. According to the defacto complainant, the petitioners had
forced the defacto complainant, his son and his family members to pay
the amount defrauded by the son and they were beaten by wrongfully
restraining them.

4. The learned Senior counsel appearing for the petitioners
contend that the son of the defacto complainant defrauded to the tune
of Rs.39,90,000/- from the construction concern VGN Infra India Pvt.,
Ltd., where he was working as Accountant and the petitioners are
employees in that company. On the complaint given by the company, a



case was registered against the son of the defacto complainant and
this case has been filed against the petitioners as counter blast.
The petitioners are having permanent residence and therefore they may
be granted Anticipatory Bail.

5. The learned Additional Public Prosecutor opposes for grant of
Anticipatory Bail.

6. Considering the arguments made by the learned Senior counsel
appearing for the petitioners, the fact that the petitioners are
having permanent residence and pendency of the counter case against
the son of the defacto complainant and also the facts and
circumstances of this case, this Court is inclined to grant
Anticipatory Bail.

7. Accordingly, all the petitioners are ordered to be released
on bail in the event of arrest or on their appearance before the
learned Judicial Magistrate No.I, Poonamallee and on their executing
a bond for a sum of Rs.10,000/- (Rupees Ten Thousand only) each with
two sureties each for a like sum to the satisfaction of the learned
Magistrate concerned and on further condition to appear before the
respondent police every Monday at 10.00 a.m for a period of three
weeks and thereafter, as and when required for interrogation. The
petitioners shall comply with the condition stipulated under Section
438 Cr.P.C scrupulously.

8. The petitioners shall appear before the concerned Judicial
Magistrate within a period of three weeks from the date on which the
order copy 1is made ready, failing which, the petition for
anticipatory bail stands dismissed.

-sd/-

18/04/2018
This order, on being produced, be punctually observed and carried
into execution by all concerned

TRUE COPY

Sub-Assistant Registrar (Statistics/C.S.)
High Court, Madras - 600 104.

TO

1 THE JUDICIAL MAGISTRATE,
NO.I, POONAMALLEE

2 THE CHIEF JUDICIAL MAGISTRATE
THRIUVALLUR[FOR INFORMATION]

3 THE PUBLIC PROSECUTOR
HIGH COURT, MADRAS.



4 THE INSPECTOR OF POLICE,
T.14, MANGADU POLICE STATION,
CHENNAI-600 122.

+1 CC to M/S.S.RAMACHANDRAN Advocate on payment of necessary
charges SR.NO. 7631
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