IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED: 18.12.2025
CORAM :
THE HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE K. RAJASEKAR

Crl.O.P.No0.34772 of 2025

1. Soundharrajan

2. Gowtham

3. Sakthivel ... Petitioners
-Vs-

State Rep by,

The Inspector of Police,

Bangalapudur Police Station,

Erode District.

(Crime No.387 of 2025) ... Respondent
Prayer:- Criminal Original Petition filed under Section 483 of BNSS Act, 2023,
pleased to enlarge the petitioner on bail in Crime No0.387 of 2025 on the file of

the respondent police.

For Petitioners : Mr.C.S.Saravanan
For Respondent Mr.A.Gopinath
Government Advocate (Crl.Side)
ORDER

The petitioners were arrested and remanded to judicial custody on
12.10.2025 for the alleged offence punishable under Sections 296(b), 103, 109,

115(2) and 49 of BNS in Crime No. 387 of 2025, registered on the file of the

respondent, seek bail.
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2. The allegation against the petitioners is that they, along with other
accused, went to the dam area under the pretext of fishing and attacked the
deceased and the defacto complainant with an aruval, causing grievous injuries.
As a result of the said attack, the deceased succumbed to the injuries, while the
defacto complainant sustained severe injuries. Hence, the complaint was
registered against the petitioners.

3. Learned counsel appearing for the petitioners submitted that this is the
case of previous enmity and that the petitioners have falsely implicated in this
case. He further submitted that the occurrence allegedly took place during night
hours and that the petitioners have been in judicial custody since 12.10.2025.
Hence, he prayed to grant bail to the petitioners.

4. Learned Government Advocate (Crl.Side) appearing for the
respondent reiterated the prosecution case and submitted that two persons were
attacked by the petitioners, in which one aged person died on the spot and the
other sustained injuries and was later rescued by persons who visited the dam
area. He further submitted that the investigation is still pending Hence, he
opposed to grant bail to the petitioners.

5. Considering the submissions made by the learned counsel on either side
and the fact that the petitioners allegedly attacked the deceased and the defacto

complainant with an aruval, causing grievous injuries that resulted in the death
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of one person while the other was discharged from the hospital, this Court is of
the view that, at this stage, if the petitioners are granted bail, they may indulge
in similar activities. Therefore, this Court is not inclined to grant bail to the
petitioners.

6. Accordingly, the Criminal Original Petition is dismissed.

18.12.2025
drl

To

1. The Inspector of Police,
Bangalapudur Police Station,
Erode District

2.The Public Prosecutor,
High Court, Madras.
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K. RAJASEKAR, J.

drl

Crl.O.P.No0.34772 of 2025
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