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CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR JUSTICE K.RAJASEKAR E.Akash ... Petitioner

Versus

The State rep by its, The Inspector of Police, (Crime No.521 of 2025) ..

Respondent Prayer:- Criminal Original Petition filed under Section 482 of

B.N.S.S., to enlarge the petitioner on anticipatory bail in the event of his

arrest in Crime No.521 of 2025 on the file of the respondent police. For

Petitioner : Mr.V.Dinesh For Respondent : M/s.J.R.Archana Government
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Advocate (Crl.Side)

ORDER

The petitioner, who apprehends arrest by the respondent police for the offences

punishable under Sections 296(b), 118(1) and 351(3) of BNS Act, 2023 in Crime

No.521 of 2025 registered on the file of the respondent police seeks anticipatory

bail.

2. The allegation against the petitioner is that he joined hands with

other two accused attacked the defacto complainant and two others

indiscriminately and caused injuries to them. Hence, the case has been registered

against the petitioner.

3. The learned counsel appearing for the petitioner submitted that

due to previous enmity, the petitioner has been falsely implicated in this case. He

further submitted that the majority of the offences are under Section 181 of BNS,

and hence prays to grant anticipatory bail to the petitioner.

4. The learned Government Advocate (Crl.Side) appearing for the

respondent police reiterated the prosecution case and submitted that the petitioner

is having 10 previous cases pending against him and that the petitioner attacked

the defacto complainant using knife. Hence, he opposed the grant of anticipatory

bail to the petitioner.

5. Heard the learned counsel appearing for the petitioner and the learned

Government Advocate (Criminal Side) appearing for the respondent police and

perused the materials available on record.

6. Considering the nature of the allegations, the fact that the petitioner wielded a

weapon and attacked the defacto complainant and his friend, and that the

petitioner has 10 previous cases pending against him, this Court is not inclined to

grant anticipatory bail to the petitioner.



7. Accordingly, this Criminal Original Petition is dismissed. drl To

1. The Inspector of Police, 2.The Public Prosecutor, High Court, Madras.

K.RAJASEKAR, J.

drl
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