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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. 

Monday, the 08th  day of June 2026
Crl.M.P.No.802/2026

(CNR No. TNRM-01-001436 -2026)
                       

Boserani, (aged 46),
W/o.Jeevagan.                                                             ...Petitioner/Accused  No.3   

            /vs/
State, through the Inspector of Police,
DCB, Ramanathapuram, 
in Cr.No.03/2026                                      ...Respondent/Complainant 

 Petition  dated:  03.06.2026 U/s.483 BNSS to grant bail. 

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

Thiru.M.Kesavan,  B.A., L.L.B., PG.D. the learned Counsel for the petitioner and

Thiru.B.Karthikeyan, B.A.,  B.L.,   the learned Public  Prosecutor for  the State  and

upon hearing both sides submissions, this Court passes the following:

                                                         ORDER

       The petitioner/A3  who was arrested and remanded to judicial  custody on

14.05.2026 by the respondent  police in  Cr.No.03/2026 for  the offence punishable

U/s. 336(2), 336(3), 340(2), 318(4), 319(2), 61(2) BNS, seeks bail.

 2. The case of the prosecution is that the petitioners and others created forged

documents relating to the property belonging to the defacto complainant’s father and

executed sale deeds among themselves by impersonation. In the year 2012, while the
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defacto complainant’s father was alive, all the accused allegedly obtained a forged

death certificate of the defacto complainant’s father and also procured forged legal

heir certificates in the names of the accused. Thereafter, they executed sale deeds on

various dates among themselves before the document writer and the Sub-Registrar,

Velipattinam. On the basis of the complaint, the case was registered.

    3.  The learned Counsel for the petitioner contended that the petitioner has not

committed any such offence and she has been falsely implicated in this case and that

the petitioner was arrested on  14.05.2026 and she is in judicial custody for the past

25 days and that she is the seller of the properties and that the earlier application was

dismissed  by  the  learned  Judicial  Magistrate  No.  II,  Ramanathapuram  in

Crl.M.P.No.531/2026.   He  further  submitted  that   most  of  the  investigation  is

completed and  that  if the petitioner is released on bail, she is ready to obey the

conditions imposed if any by this court and she would not abscond and tamper the

witnesses and he prays to release the petitioner on  bail. 

       4. The learned Public Prosecutor contended that  totally 20 accused are involved

in this case and the petitioner is arrayed as A3 and that A1 was died and that  A2, A4,

A7, A19 are in judicial custody and that  A10, A18, A20 were moved anticipatory bail

and that  A5 and  A6 were released on anticipatory bail by the Hon’ble Madurai

Bench of Madras High Court in Crl.OP(MD).No.9703/2026 dated 21.05.2026  and

that  A8  was  released  on  anticipatory  bail  by  the   Vacation  Sessions  Court,
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Ramanthapuram in Crl.M.P.No.144/2026 dated 27.05.2026  and that others are still

absconding.  He further submitted that the the petitioner's /A3 overt-act is that she

had involved  forgery of documents and creation of sale deed and she is the main

accused   and that the investigation is not yet complete and  he objected to release the

petitioner on bail. 

 5.  The petitioner/A3  involved forgery of documents and creation of sale deeds

based on false document.   The investigation is not yet complete as per prosecution.

A3/this petitioner is the main accused  who had   misrepresenting  as the legal heir

and  subsequently sold the properties .

 6. Considering the serious nature of offence  and the period of incarceration

and the fact that the investigation is not yet complete, this Court is not inclined to

grant bail to the petitioner at this stage.  Accordingly, the petition is dismissed. 

 In the result, this bail petition is dismissed. 

         Pronounced by me in open court, this  the  08th  day of June  2026. 

                          Principal Sessions Judge  
                          Ramanathapuram.

                            08.06.2026
➢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.

3



TNRM010014362026

  

Copy to:
The Public Prosecutor, Ramanathapuram,
The Inspector of Police,  DCB P.S. Ramanathapuram,  
The  Petitioner through her Counsel. 
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