WP CRL.(MD). No.1679 of 2025

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
Dated : 23/10/2025
CORAM
THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SUNDER MOHAN

WP CRL.(MD). No.1679 of 2025

M.Ramasubramanian ... Petitioner
Vs

1. The Branch Manager,,
City Union Bank,
Rajapalayam Branch,

Rajapalayam,
Virudhunagar District..

2. The Officer - in - Charge,,
Cyber Crime Police Station,
Jhansi District,
State of Uttar Pradesh.. ... Respondents

PRAYER :- Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of
India, praying this Court to issue a Writ of Mandamus, directing the
respondents herein to de-freeze petitioner bank account bearing current
account No0.510909010023135 by considering the petitioner's
representation dated 20.09.2025 within a stipulated time to be fixed by
this Court.
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For Petitioner : Mr.M.Thirunavukkarasu,
For RI : Mr.N.Dilipkumar
For R2 : Mr.R.M.Anbunithi
Additional Public Prosecutor
ORDER
The petitioner seeks a Writ of Mandamus directing the respondents
to de-freeze his bank account bearing current Account

No.510909010023135, by considering his representation dated

20.09.2025.

2. It is the case of the petitioner that he is running a Xerox shop;
that all of sudden, the first respondent, at the instance of the second
respondent had frozen his account by invoking section 106 of the BNSS;
that the suspected amount in the account, even according to the bank is
Rs.205/- and that in view of the freezing of the entire account, the
petitioner is unable to operate his account and carry on with his business

activities.

3. The learned counsel for the first respondent would fairly submit
that though the disputed amount in the account is only Rs.205/- they had

frozen the account, at the instigation of the second respondent.
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4. Since the communication issued by the second respondent to the
first respondent clearly states that the disputed amount is only Rs.205/-,

notice to the second respondent is dispensed with.

5. It is seen from the communication sent by the second respondent
to the first respondent that a sum of Rs.205/- credited to the account of
the petitioner the disputed amount. Admittedly, there is no other
transaction in the petitioner's account, which raises suspicion. Hence,
this Court is of the view that the action of the second respondent in
directing the debit freeze of the entire account cannot be sustained.
Therefore, the respondents shall permit the operation of the account by

marking a lien in respect of the disputed amount of Rs.205/-.

6. With the above directions, this Writ Petition is disposed of. No

Costs.
23.10.2025
NCC :Yes/ No
Index :Yes/No
Internet : Yes/ No
TTA

(Note:- Issue order copy on 24.10.2025)
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TO

1. The Branch Manager,,
City Union Bank,
Rajapalayam Branch,

Rajapalayam,
Virudhunagar District..

2. The Officer - in - Charge,,
Cyber Crime Police Station,
Jhansi District,

State of Uttar Pradesh..

3.The Additional Public Prosecutor,
Madurai Bench of Madras High Court,
Madurai.
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SUNDER MOHAN.J

TTA

ORDER
IN
WP CRL.(MD) No.1679 of 2025

Date :23/10/2025




