CRL OP No. 6669 of 2

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED: 16-03-2026

CORAM
THE HON'BLE MR JUSTICE M. NIRMAL KUMAR
CRL OP No. 6669 of 2026
1. Sridhar
2. Venkatesan
(Wrongly mentioned as Venkatesh in FIR)
..Petitioners
Vs
1. The Deputy Superintendent of Police
Namakkal Town,
Namakkal District.
2. The State Rep By,
The Sub-Inspector Of Police
Namakkal Town,
Namakkal District.
3. Sneha
..Respondents

Prayer: Criminal Original Petition is filed under section 528 of BNSS to direct
the Principal District Sessions Judge, Namakkal (Special Court for SC/ST, PoA
Act Cases) to consider the petitioners bail application on the same day of his

surrender in connection with Crime No0.93 of 2026 filed by the 2™ respondent.

For Petitioners: Mr.K.Krishnan

For Respondents: Mr.Leonard Arul Joseph Selvam
Additional Public Prosecutor for R1 and R2
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ORDER
This Criminal Original Petition has been filed to direct the Principal

District Sessions Judge, Namakkal (Special Court for SC/ST, PoA Act Cases) to
consider the petitioners bail application on the same day of their surrender in

connection with Crime No.93 of 2026, registered by the 2™ respondent.

2. Heard the learned counsel for the petitioner and the learned Additional

Public Prosecutor appearing for the respondents 1 & 2.

3. Considering the submissions and on perusal of the materials available
on record, it is seen that the 1% petitioner, through Tamil Matrimony, had
married the 3™ respondent / defacto complainant. The defacto complainant had
earlier married one Parthasarathy, who later died and thereafter she registered
herself with Tamil Matrimony. The 1* petitioner had projected himself as an
unmarried person and married the 3™ respondent. The 1% petitioner lived with
the defacto complainant for some time for his lust and thereafter left for his
native place and did not return. Subsequently, the 3™ respondent went to the
village of the 1* petitioner and found that he was already married and had
children. By suppressing the said fact, he had deceived the defacto complainant

and spoiled her life.
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4. Further, it is alleged that she was threatened and driven out by both the
petitioners. The 2™ petitioner thereafter followed the defacto complainant to her
house, demanded sexual favours and abused her by calling her by her caste

name.

5. In view of the above, there shall be direction to the Principal District
and Sessions Judge, Namakkal (Special Court for SC/ST, PoA Act Cases) to
consider the bail application of the petitioners preferably on the same day of

their surrender in connection with Crime No0.93 of 2026.

6. Accordingly, this Criminal Original Petition stands allowed.

16-03-2026

Neutral Citation: Yes/No
AT

To
1.The Principal District and Sessions Judge, Namakkal
(Special Court for SC/ST, PoA Act Cases)

2.The Deputy Superintendent of Police
Namakkal Town,
Namakkal District.

3.The Sub-Inspector Of Police
Namakkal Town,
Namakkal District.

4.The Public Prosecutor
High Court of Madras.
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M.NIRMAL KUMAR, J.

AT

CRL OP No. 6669 of 2026

16-03-2026
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