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 IN THE COURT OF THE PRINCIPAL DISTRICT AND SESSIONS JUDGE, 
                      PRINCIPAL  DISTRICT AND SESSIONS COURT,  

      KANCHEEPURAM
                          PRESENT:  Thiru. S. Nagarajan, M.L.,                   

                 Principal  District and Sessions Judge,                         
 Principal District & Sessions Court,   

                                 Kancheepuram.   
  Thursday the 9th day of July 2026

Crl.M.P.No. 792/202
State: Represented by 
The  Inspector of Police, 
T-11, Somangalam  Police Station, 
Tambaram City.
Cr.No. 35/2026                                        . . . Petitioner/Complainant

-Vs-

T. Palani, male/age 45
S/o.Theerthamalai
No.1552, 4th Cross Street,
Pudhunallur, Sriperumbudur Taluk
Kancheepuram District-600069                                                ...Respondent/Accused

                                                                     

            This petition came up before me for  hearing today in the presence of

counsels  M/s. S. Sathiya, P. Sathyanarayanan, N. Arjunan, B. Balaji, B. Aravindhan,

appearing for the Respondent/Accused and Thiru. V. Bharathi, the Public Prosecutor

for the Petitioner/Complainant, on perusal of reply submitted by Prosecution  and

upon hearing the arguments from the counsels on both side, upon perusing the entire

records of the case, this Court passed the following:- 

 ORDER 

Petition filed by the prosecution to cancel the bail granted to the respondent/

accused vide order dated 17.02.2026 in Crl.M.P. No. 347 of 2026.

2. The learned Public Prosecutor would contend as follows. The petitioner is

the  husband  of  the  defacto  complainant.  The  defacto  complainant  has  lodged  a

complaint  state  that  the respondent/accused used to suspect  her  character  and the
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petitioner  assaulted  the  defacto  complainant  by  using  knife  and  caused  grievous

injury  and  the  respondent  was  arrested  and  remanded  to  judicial  custody  on

28.01.2026 , subsequently this court has granted bail to the respondent with certain

conditions vide order dated 17.02.2026 in Crl.M.P.No. 347/2026 and the respondent

has misused the liberty granted by this court.  Hence, that the bail be cancelled.

3. The learned counsel for the respondent/ accused would contend as follows.

The  petitioner/  complainant  falsely  registered  the  above  case  in  Cr.No.  35/2026

against the respondent alleging that he has committed an offence based on the false

complaint given by his wife. It is stated that the respondent was granted bail by this

court and after his release he was regularly complying the condition imposed by this

court.  It is stated that there was a family dispute between them and they are still

residing together in the same house for more than one  month in a peaceful manner

without any disputes. Further the respondent has not violated any of the conditions of

the bail order of this court. Hence, that the petition has to be dismissed.

4. The defacto complainant was present today and she expressed that since the

petitioner  accepted  the  arrogant  behavior  on  the  intoxication  of  alcohol,  she  was

forced  to  lodged  the  complainant  subsequently  which  made  the  police  filed  this

application for cancellation of bail. The petitioner also present before this court and

assured with he will not torcher the defacto complainant being his wife. Regarding

the above submissions, the application for cancellation of bail is dismissed at present

with the observations that the petitioner shall not threatened or abused in any way the



3

defacto complainant the petitioner voluntarily accepted that he will given Rs. 500/-

daily to the defacto complainant for basic livelihood purpose. In the event of any

violation  of  conditions,  the  defacto  complainant  is  at  liberty  to  alleged  a  fresh

complainant and at  the same time the prosecution is also given a free hand to file the

another  cancellation  of  bail  application  the  fact  that  the  earlier  application  being

dismissed.

5. In result, this petition is dismissed.   

 //This order has been dictated by me to the Stenographer, typed by her in the

computer, corrected and pronounced by me in the Court on this Thursday the 9th day

of July  2026.//   

                                                  Sd./- S. Nagarajan      

                                                                            Principal District and Sessions Judge, 
                                                                          Principal District and Sessions Court ,

             Kancheepuram
                                                    

                              
To
1. The Judicial Magistrate, Sriperumbudur
2. The  Inspector of Police,  T-11, Somangalam  Police Station
3. The Public Prosecutor
4. The Counsel for Petitioner.                                            

                                              // True copy//

.     
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