
Crl.O.P.NO.9220 of 2020

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED: 23.06.2020

CORAM:

THE HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE G.K.ILANTHIRAIYAN

CRL.O.P.NO.9220  of 2020

Vinoth

S/o Ragu,

No.123B, Small Street,

Minnal Colony & Post,

Arakkonam Taluk,

Ranipet District.                                        ...    Petitioner

Vs.

The State Rep by

The Inspector of Police,

Arakkonam Taluk Police Station,

Ranipet District.                              ...    Respondent

 Prayer : Criminal Original Petition filed under Section 438 Cr.P.C., to 

enlarge the petitioner on bail  in the event of arrest in Crime No.06 of 

2020 on the file of the respondent police.  

For Petitioner : Mr.D.Balaji

For Respondent  :Mr.M.Mohamed Riyaz

 Additional Public Prosecutor

* * * * *
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O R D E R

The Petitioner who is apprehending to arrest by the respondent 

police   for the offences punishable under Sections 341, 294(b), 307, 

506(ii) of IPC r/w 3(1) of PPD Act, seeks anticipatory bail.

2.  The  case  of  the  prosecution  is  that  a  wordy  quarrel  arose 

between the petitioner  and the defacto complainant  one Venkatesan. 

At the result of the wordy quarrel, the defacto complainant has lodged 

the  complaint  against  the  petitioner  before  the  respondent.   The 

respondent police registered the case. 

3.The  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  submitted  that  the 

petitioner is an innocent person and he is no way connected with the 

alleged  offence.   The  respondent  police  has  falsely  implicated  the 

petitioner in this case.  Hence, he seeks anticipatory bail.
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4. The learned Additional Public Prosecutor has submitted that 

the petitioner along with other accused persons stopped the private bus 

and demanded mamool. Due to which a wordy quarrel  arose.   As a 

result, the petitioner and other accused persons damaged the screen of 

the bus, in which the defacto complainant has sustained head injury. 

Insofar  as  the  petitioner  is  concerned,  three  previous  cases  are 

registered against him and hence he opposed to grant anticipatory bail.

5. Considering the facts and circumstances of the case and also 

the previous antecedent of the petitioner, this Court is not inclined to 

grant anticipatory bail to the petitioner.

6.  In  view  of  the  same,  this  Criminal  Original  Petition  is 

dismissed.

 

23.06.2020

Internet: Yes/No
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mfa

To

1.The Judicial Magistrate,

   Arakkonam,

   Ranipet District. 

2.The Inspector of Police,

   Arakkonam Taluk Police Station,

   Ranipet District.

3.The Public Prosecutor,

    High Court, Madras.
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G.K.ILANTHIRAIYAN.,J.

mfa 
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