IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
( Criminal Jurisdiction )
Wednesday, the Twenty Seventh day of October Two Thousand Twenty One
PRESENT
The Hon ble Mr Justice M.DHANDAPANI

CRIMINAL ORIGINAL PETITION No.19839 of 2021

SANDIRASEGARANE [ PETITIONER / ACCUSED ]
Vs

STATE REP.BY [ RESPONDENT ]
THE STATION HOUSE OFFICER,

ARIYANKUPPAM POLICE STATION,

PONDICHERRY.

CR.NO. 148/2021.

For Petitioner : M/S. M.GNANASEKAR Advocate

For Respondent : M/S.V.BALAMURUGANE ADDITIONAL PUBLIC PROSECUTOR
FOR PUDUCHERRY

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

The petitioner, who apprehends arrest for the alleged offence
Under Section 153(A) (1) (a), 189, 506(ii) IPC, in Crime No.148 of 2021
on the file of the respondent police, seeks anticipatory bail.

2. The case of the prosecution is that the petitioner called the
STF Police through mobile phone and introduce himself as the president
of the Village Peoples Association. It is alleged that the petitioner
abused the defacto complainant in filthy language and had given 1life
threatening fear to the defacto complainant and also to his colleague
Inspector of Police one Mr.S.Ramesh. It is further alleged that the
petitioner threatened them of injury being as member of public
servant of complainant and said Inspector. Further A2 called the
defacto complainant through his mobile phone and introduced himself
as Thamizhvanan and again abused the defacto complainant using filthy
language. Hence the Law Enforcing Agency registered a case against
the petitioner.

3.The learned counsel appearing for the petitioner submits that
the there are two complaints lodged by STF Police. Out of which for
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one complaint this court granted anticipatory bail in Crl.Op.No. 19782
of 2021. The present complaint is also similar to the earlier one.
Further learned Counsel submit that the petitioner under trial person
was murdered by STF people. He further submits that the STF people
filing several false cases against the petitioner who had raised his
voice ' against the illegality. Hence, he prays for grant of
anticipatory bail to the petitioner.

4. The learned Government Advocate (Crl.Side) submits that the
petitioner is a habitual offender and also having 19 previous cases.
Hence, he vehemently opposed grant of anticipatory bail to the
petitioner.

5. This Court earlier granted anticipatory Dbail on the ground
that there are no previous cases are pending. However it appears that
19 previous cases are pending against the petitioner and some of the
offences are serious one, this Court is not inclined to grant
anticipatory bail to the petitioner.

6. Accordingly, this Criminal Original Petition is dismissed.
-sd/-
27/10/2021
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 STATION HOUSE OFFICER,
ARTIYANKUPPAM POLICE STATION,

PONDICHERRY.

2 THE PUBLIC PROSECUTOR
PONDICHERRY

+1 CC to M/S. M.GNANASEKAR Advocate on payment of necessary
charges SR.No0.12102
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