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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED: 02-02-2026
CORAM

THE HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE K.RAJASEKAR Abinesh S/o. Suresh,
No.35, Ambedkar Street, Puzhal, Chennai. ..Petitioner(s) Vs The State
Represented by The Inspector of Police Puzhal Police Station, Chennai.
..Respondent(s) Prayer: This petition is filed under Section to enlarge the
Petitioner on bail in Crime No0.1073 of 2025 on the file of the respondent
police and pass such further or other orders as this Honorable Court may
deem fit and proper in the circumstances of the case and thus render
justice. For Petitioner(s): M/s.S.Vedavalli S. Ragu Pagel of 5 For
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Respondent(s): Mr.A. Gopinath, Govt Advocate
ORDER

The petitioner, who was arrested and remanded to judicial custody on 25.11.2025,
for the offences punishable under Sections 126(2), 296(b), 309(4), 311 and 351(3)
of the BNS 2023 in Crime No0.1073 of 2025, registered on the file of the
respondent police, seeks bail.

2. The case of the prosecution is that the petitioner along with other accused
consumed liquor and in a intoxicated mood robbed a sum of Rs.1,850/- from the
defacto complainant at knife point. Hence, this case.

3. The learned counsel appearing for the petitioner submitted that the

petitioner was falsely implicated in this case and he has not committed
any offence as alleged by the prosecution. He further submitted that the
petitioner is in judicial custody since 25.11.2025. He further submitted
that the petitioner is ready to abide by any conditions that may be
imposed by this Court and sought for bail to the petitioner. Page2 of 5

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

respondent while opposing the bail to the petitioner, reiterated the prosecution
case and states that the petitioner has nineteen previous cases and the petitioner
IS a history sheeter. Hence, he opposed to grant bail to the petitioner.

5. Considering the submissions made by both sides and the previous antecedents
and the fact that the petitioner is a history sheeter, this Court is not inclined to
grant bail to the petitioner.

6. Accordingly, this criminal original petition stands dismissed. 02-02-2026 Index:
Yes/No

Speaking/Non-speaking order



Neutral Citation: Yes/No SMN Page3 of 5 To
1. The Inspector of Police Puzhal Police Station,Chennai.

2. The Public Prosecutor, High Court, Madras Page4 of 5
K.RAJASEKAR, J.
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