IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
Dated : 18.08.2020
CORAM
THE HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE A.D.JAGADISH CHANDIRA
Crl.0.P.No.12378 of 2020

Ramasamy ... Petitioner

Vs.
State, represented by
The Inspector of Police
District Crime Branch
Erode District
(Crime No.4 of 2020) ... Re3peondenl

PRAYER: Criminal Original Petition is filed under Section 439 of
Criminal Procedure Code to enlarge the petitioner on bail in
Crime No.4 of 2020 on the file of respondent police.

For,Petitioner : Mr.N.Chinnarafj

For Respondent : Mr.T.Shunmugarajeswaran
Government Advocate (Crl. Side)
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(The case has been heard through video, conference)

The petitioner, who was arrested and remanded to judicial
custody on 21.07.2020 for the offences punishable under Section
420, 467, 468 and 471 IPC, in Crime No.4 of 2020, seeks bail.

2.The case of the 'prosecution as per the Village
Administrative Officer (VAO) is that the petitioner had
fabricated the possession certificate in the name of one Karuppa
Gounder and based on the said certificate, he had executed a
settlement deed in favour of his son Thirumoorthy in D.No.2748 of
2020 dated 17.07.2020.

3.The learned counsel appearing for the petitioner would
submit that the petitioner is innocent and he has been falsely
implicated in this case. He would further submit that till date
the beneficiary of the document or his son, who have executed the
settlement deed have not been arrested by the respondent police.

4.The learned Government Advocate (Crl. Side) would submit
that the petitioner is running a Xerox and Computer Centre near
Tahsildar Office in the name and style of Rams Computers and by
fabrication, prepared a possession certificate as if the same was

https:Ahgsgnices-ecquitsgy Npgilvicetlahsildar. Based on which, the other accused



executed a settlement deed in their favour. He would further
submit that the ©petitioner was arrested very recently on
21.07.2020 and they have to secure other accused also in this
case. He would further submit that the investigation 1s in
preliminary stage, hence, he vehemently opposes for the grant of
bail to the petitioner.

5.Taking into consideration of the fact that the
investigation is in preliminary stage and the respondent police
have to secure other accused and the arrest being very recent,
this Court is not inclined to grant bail to the petitioner for
the present.

6.This Criminal Ordiginal Petition stands dismissed
accordingly.
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This order, on being produced, be punctually observed and carried
into 'execution by all concerned

I'RUE EEOPY
Sub-Assistant Registrar (Statistics/C.S.)
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TO

1 THE OFFICER INCHARGE,
SUB-JAIL, GOBICHETTIPALAYAM.

2 THE PUBLIC PROSECUTOR
HIGH COURT, MADRAS.

3 THE INSPECTOR OF POLICE,
DISTRICT CRIME BRANCH,
ERODE DISTRICT.

CC to M/S.N.CHINNARAJ Advocate on payment of. necessary
charges
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