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  IN THE COURT OF PRINCIPAL  SESSIONS JUDGE, RAMANATHAPURAM
                            
      PRESENT: Thiru. A.K.MEHBUB ALI KHAN, B.L.M., L.L.M., PG.D.PM/IR, 

        Dip.in.J.J &  J.Psy., PG.D.D.F.,
                                 Principal Sessions Judge, Ramanathapuram. 

Thursday, the  12th day of March 2026
Crl.M.P.No.459/2026

                                       (CNR No. TNRM-01-000802-2026)
      

Ramachandran, (aged 41),
S/o.Naganathan,       ...Petitioner/Accused No.2 

/vs/
State, through the Inspector of Police
B1 Town P.S., Ramanathapuram.
in Cr.No.31/2026                                                      ...Respondent/Complainant 

Petition dated: 10.03.2026 U/s.483 BNSS to grant  bail.

This petition coming on this day for hearing before me, in the presence of

Thiru.M.Shanmuganathan, M.A., B.L., the learned Counsel for the petitioner and of

Thiru.KR.M.Karunaivel  Pandiyan,  B.Com., B.L.,  representing  on  behalf  of  the

learned Public Prosecutor Public Prosecutor for the State and upon hearing both side

submissions, this Court passes the following:  

ORDER

 The  petitioner/A2  who  was  arrested  and  remanded  to  judicial  custody  on

24.02.2026 in Cr.No.31/2026 on the file of the respondent police for the offences

punishable U/s.126(2), 296(b), 115(2), 109(1)  BNS, seeks bail.  

.
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2.  The case of the prosecution is that  the defacto complainant and all  the

accused are friends and there is some misunderstanding between them in respect of

the accused are involved in criminal cases, hence the defacto complainant distanced

him from them. Subsequently, on 23.02.2026 at about 9.30 p.m  while the defacto

complainant was going to his house at that time  the petitioners and others way-laid

him and abused him in filthy language and attacked with hand ring, sickle, stone and

hands  and  caused  injuries  on  his  face,  right  eye,  stomach  and  head  and  also

threatened with dire consequence and on complaint, the case was registered. 

3.   The learned Counsel for the petitioners contended that  the petitioner has

been falsely implicated in this case and he is in no way connected with the offence.

He further submitted  that the  petitioner was arrested on 24.02.2026 and he is in

judicial custody for the past 17 days and that there is no specific over-tact against the

petitioner.  He further submitted that the injured has been discharged from hospital

and that most of the investigation is over and that if the petitioners is released on bail,

he is ready to obey the conditions imposed if any and they would not abscond and

also not tamper or threaten the witnesses.  Hence he prays to release the petitioners

on bail. 

4. The learned Public Prosecutor contended that there are totally 3 accused

involved in this case and that the petitioner is arrayed as A2 and that A1 and A3 are

in  judicial  custody.   He  further  submitted  that  the  petitioner  was  arrested  and
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remanded to judicial custody on 24.02.2026 and that that  five witnesses have been

examined and that the victim was discharged from Govt. hospital on 01.03.2026 and

he is taking treatment in the private hospital and that the investigation is in beginning

stage.  He further submitted that 6 previous cases are pending against the petitioner

for the offences u/s.308, 392, 147, 148, 427, 109, 302, 364, 387 IPC including CLA

Act and NDPS Act and that there is specific over-tact against the petitioner that he 1 st

attacked the injured with the steal bracelet and if the petitioner is released on bail, he

would threaten the witnesses and tamper the evidence.

 5.  There are previous cases pending against the petitioner.  Even though the

injured has been discharged from the Govt. hospital, he is taking treatment in the

private hospital.  Considering the grave nature of offence and facts and circumstances

of the case and the fact that the investigation is in beginning stage, and that there is

specific over-tact against this petitioner and also considering the antecedents of the

petitioner,  this  Court  is  not  inclined  to  grant  bail  to  the  petitioner  at  this  stage.

Accordingly, the petition is dismissed. 

  In the result, the bail petition is dismissed. 

       Pronounced by me in open court, this  the  12th day of  March 2026. 

                                 Principal Sessions Judge,
                             Ramanathapuram.

                           12.03.2026
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➢This order is available in E-Courts Official Web Site,
“ https://districts.ecourts.gov.in/case status/case number" (or) use “scan QR code”

 ➢ * Visit ecourts.gov.in for updates or download mobile app “eCourts Services” from
        Android or iOS.

Copy to

The Public Prosecutor, Ramanathapuram,
The Inspector of Police, B1 Town P.S., Ramanathapuram,
The petitioner through his Counsel.

4


		2026-03-12T17:57:14+0530
	MEHBUB ALI KHAN A K


		2026-03-12T17:57:18+0530
	MEHBUB ALI KHAN A K


		2026-03-12T17:57:23+0530
	MEHBUB ALI KHAN A K


		2026-03-12T17:57:25+0530
	MEHBUB ALI KHAN A K




