Crl.O.P.(MD)No.22751 of 2025

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
( Criminal Jurisdiction )
Date :05.02.2026
PRESENT
The HONOURABLE MRS.JUSTICE S.SRIMATHY
CRL OP(MD)No0.22751 of 2025
I.R.Ram Kumar
2.Varun
3.Preetha
4.S.Dhilip ... Petitioners
Vs.
State of Tamil Nadu,
Rep. by its Inspector of Police,
Karimedu (L&O) Police Station,
Madurai District.
(Crime No.534 of 2025) ... Respondent
For Petitioners : Mr.AK.Azagar Sami

For Respondent : Mr.S.S.Manoj
Government Advocate (Crl.Side)

For Intervener : Mr.D.Nallathambi
PETITION FOR ANTICIPATORY BAIL Under Sec.482 of BNSS
PRAYER :-

For Anticipatory Bail in Cr.No.534 of 2025 on the file of the respondent
police.

ORDER: The Court made the following order :-

The petitioners, who apprehend arrest at the hands of the respondent police

1/5

https://lwww.mhc.tn.gov.in/judis



Crl.O.P.(MD)No.22751 of 2025

for the offences punishable under Sections 296(b), 351(2), 329(4), 324(4),
117(2) of BNS and 4 of TNPHW Act, in Crime No.534 of 2025, on the file of

the respondent police, seek anticipatory bail.

2.The case of the prosecution is that the petitioners all together on
instigation of Accused No.5, threatened the de-facto complainant's wife for the
construction of chimney on 12.11.2025, which was questioned by the de-facto
complainant. In return, petitioners attacked the de-facto complaint. Hence, the
apprehension of arrest. Hence, a case has been registered as against the

petitioners.

3.The learned counsel appearing for the petitioners submitted that the
petitioners have been falsely implicated in this case and they have not
committed any offence. He seeks this Court to grant anticipatory bail to the

petitioners.

4.The learned Government Advocate (Crl. side) appearing for the
respondent submitted that the offences committed by the petitioners are serious

in nature.
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5. This Court has already granted an interim direction was granted to the

petitioners to appear before the respondent.

6.The learned Government Advocate (Crl. side) appearing for the
respondent submitted that the petitioner have not appeared before the

respondent.

7.Further, another direction was granted to the petitioners not to
intimidate or threaten the defacto complainant and shall not enter the premises
wherein the defecto complainant is residing. The said condition was also
violated. The petitioners have entered the premises of the defacto complainant
for which the defacto complainant has also preferred a complaint in CSR No.19

of 2026.

8. Taking into consideration the facts and circumstances of the case, the
nature and gravity of the offence and the specific overt act against the
petitioners, this Court is not inclined to grant anticipatory bail to the petitioners

at this stage.

9. Accordingly, this Criminal Original Petition is dismissed.
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05.02.2026

TMG
TO

1.The Inspector of Police,
Karimedu (L&O) Police Station,
Madurai District.

2.The Additional Public Prosecutor,
Madurai Bench Of Madras High Court,
Madurai.

4/5

https://lwww.mhc.tn.gov.in/judis



5/5

https://lwww.mhc.tn.gov.in/judis

Crl.O.P.(MD)No.22751 of 2025

S.SRIMATHY.J

™G

ORDER
IN
CRL OP(MD) No.22751 of 2025

Date :05.02.2026



