
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

( Criminal Jurisdiction )

Wednesday, the Twenty Eighth day of April Two Thousand  Twenty One

PRESENT

The Hon`ble Mr Justice A.D.JAGADISH CHANDIRA

CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS PETITION No.4894 of 2021

IN CRL OP.19729/2020

RANJITHKUMAR @ RANJITH KUMAR       [ PETITIONER ]

Vs

STATE REPRESENTED BY               [ RESPONDENT ]
THE INSPECTOR OF POLICE, 
BHAVANISAGAR POLICE STATION, 
ERODE DISTRICT. 
CRIME NO.14/2007 AND 59/2007

Petition praying that in the circumstances stated therein and in
the  affidavit  filed  therewith  the  High  Court  will  be  pleased  to
modify the condition of furnishing two sureties, out of which, one
surety  should  be  blood  surety  as  imposed  by  this  Court  in
Crl.OP.No.19729/2020 dated 16.12.2020.

Order :   This petition coming on for orders upon perusing the
petition  and  the  filed  in  support  thereof  and  upon  hearing  the
arguments of M/S.S.PARTHASARATHY, Advocate for the Petitioner and of
M/S. L.CHARLES PREM KUMAR, Government Advocate (Crl.side) on behalf
of the Respondent the court made the following order:-

The learned Counsel for the petitioner would submit that the
petitioner was granted bail by this Court in Crl.O.P.No.19729 of 2020
by order dated 16.12.2020 and one of the condition imposed by this
Court was that the petitioner should produce two sureties out of
which, one surety should be a blood surety. He would submit that the
petitioner has no relatives  and thereby, he is unable to comply with
the condition and that he is unable to come out on bail despite,
being  granted  bail  on  16.12.2020.  Hence,  he  would  pray  for
modification. 

2. The learned Government Advocate (Crl. Side) would submit that
the petitioner is a habitual offender and that was the reason that
this Court had insisted for blood surety. 

https://hcservices.ecourts.gov.in/hcservices/



3.  This  Court  takes  into  consideration  the  fact  that  the
petitioner  has  no  relatives  and  the  that  the  petitioner  had
voluntarily  surrendered  on  14.10.2020  and  despite  the  bail  being
granted to the petitioner by order dated 16.12.2020, the petitioner
is in custody for more than 4 months.

    4. In view of the above, the condition 6(a) imposed on the
petitioner is modified to the effect that the petitioner is ordered
to be released on bail on condition to execute a bond for a sum of
Rs.10,000/- (Rupees Ten Thousand Only) with two sureties, each for a
like sum to the satisfaction of the learned III Additional District
and  Sessions  Judge,  Gobichettipalayam.  The  other  conditions  shall
remain intact.
                                        -sd/-
                                        28/04/2021

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 III ADDITIONAL DISTRICT
AND SESSIONS JUDGE, 
GOBICHETTIPALAYAM.

2   THE PUBLIC PROSECUTOR
HIGH COURT, MADRAS.

3   THE INSPECTOR OF POLICE, 
BHAVANISAGAR POLICE STATION, 
ERODE DISTRICT.

  +1 C.C. to M/S.S.PARTHASARATHY  Advocate on payment of necessary
charges  SR.No.5508
                                        Order

                                         in
                                        CRL MP.4894/2021
                                         in
                                        CRL OP.19729/2020

                                        Date  :28/04/2021
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