IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
( Criminal Jurisdiction )
Tuesday, the Eleventh day of January Two Thousand Twenty Two
PRESENT
The Hon 'ble Mrs Justice T.V. THAMILSELVI
CRIMINAL ORIGINAL PETITION No.503 of 2022

VEERAMANTI [ PETITIONER / ACCUSED ]
Vs

THE STATE REP. BY [ RESPONDENT ]
THE INSPECTOR OF POLICE,

VELANKANNI POLICE STATION,

NAGAPATTINAM DISTRICT.

(CRIME NO. 494 OF 2018)

For Petitioner : M/S. G.PUGAZHENTHI Advocate
For Respondent : MR.A.GOKULAKRISHNAN Additional Public Prosecutor
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 Sections 379, 430 IPC r/w Section 21(1l) of Mines and Minerals
(Development and Regulations) Act 1957 in Crime No.494 of 2018,
seeks anticipatory bail.

2. The case of the prosecution is that on 01.11.2018, the Sub
Inspector of Police attached with the respondent police and other
police official ©party attached with other police stations have
conducted raid to prevent the illegal transportation of river sand as
per the orders of the Deputy Superintendent of Police, Nagapattinam.
At about 5.30 am., one person came by a two wheeler, on seeing the
police party, the said person abandoned the vehicle and attempted to
ran away; the police party had apprehended the said person. At that
time Four wheeler namely Ashok Leyland Dost was coming; on seeing
police party the person who were driving the lorry and others

attempted to escape, but the police party apprehended them. On
checking the wvehicle, it is found that the vehicle fully loaded with
river sand. On enquiry, it is came to know that the lorry belongs to

the petitioner and the other persons have committed theft of river
sand from Kaduvai River. Hence the complaint.
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3. The learned counsel appearing for the petitioner submitted
that the petitioner has not committed any offence as alleged by the
prosecution and he has been falsely implicated in this case. Hence, he
prays for grant of anticipatory bail.

4. The learned Additional Public Prosecutor submitted that the
petitioner is having history sheet. Hence, he vehemently opposed to
grant anticipatory bail to the petitioner.

5. Considering the facts and circumstances of this case, the
petitioner is having history sheet, this Court is not inclined to
grant anticipatory bail to the petitioner.

6. Accordingly, this Criminal Original Petition is dismissed.

-sd/-
11/01/2022

This order, on being produced, be punctually observed and carried into
execution by all concerned
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1 THE INSPECTOR OF POLICE,
VELANKANNI POLICE STATION,
NAGAPATTINAM DISTRICT.

2 THE PUBLIC PROSECUTOR
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