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CORAM

THE HON'BLE MRS.JUSTICE L.VICTORIA GOWRI Sundarrajan

..Petitioner(s) Vs The State Rep By The Inspector of Police, (Crime No.

15 of 2026) ..Respondent(s) PRAYER: Criminal Original Petition filed

under Section 483 of Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023, to

enlarge the petitioner on bail in connection with Crime No.15 of 2026 on

the file of the respondent police. For Petitioner(s): Mr.V.R.Appaswamee

For Respondent(s): Mr.V.J.Priyadarsana Government Advocate

(Crl.Side)
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ORDER

Petition seeking bail in connection with Crime No.15 of 2026 registered for the

offences punishable under Sections 126(2), 140(2), 310 and 311 of BNSk, is on

board for consideration. Page1 of 4

2. The case of the prosecution is that on 03.03.2026 at about 10.30

p.m., near Irungal Village, the petitioner, along with other accused,

waylaid the de facto complainant, abducted him, threatened him at knife

point and snatched gold jewels and a sum of Rs.10,000/- from his

possession. It is further alleged that the accused threatened the mother

of the de facto complainant to bring her jewels and obtained the same

through the cousin of the de facto complainant, thereby, giving rise to the

present case.

3. Learned counsel appearing for the petitioner submitted that the

petitioner is an innocent person and has been under incarceration since

10.03.2026. He further submitted that the de facto complainant is the

cousin of the petitioner and that there existed a money dispute between

them, in connection with which the petitioner had gone to the residence

of the de facto complainant. The present case has been falsely

registered against him. It is also submitted that the alleged robbed gold

jewels and cash have already been recovered and therefore, he prayed

for the grant of bail to the petitioner.

4. Learned Government Advocate (Criminal Side) appearing for the

respondent reiterated the prosecution case and opposed for the grant of

bail. He further submitted that some of the accused are yet to be

arrested. He also submitted that this is the second anticipatory bail

application filed by the petitioners and the earlier application has been

dismissed by this Court very Page2 of 4



recently on 30.03.2026. He also submitted that there is no change in

circumstances in the present application.

5. Heard both sides and perused the materials available on record.

6. Considering the gravity of the offences and upon the ground that there is no

change in circumstances, this Court is not inclined to grant anticipatory bail.

Hence, this Criminal Original Petition is dismissed. Index: Yes/No

Speaking/Non-speaking order

Neutral Citation: Yes/No VKR To 1.The Judicial Magistrate, Cheyyar. 2.The

Inspector of Police, 3.The Superintendent, Central Prison, Vellore. 4.The Public

Prosecutor, High Court of Madras. Page3 of 4

L.VICTORIA GOWRI, J.

VKR Page4 of 4
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