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IN THE COURT OF THE JUDICIAL MAGISTRATE, KARAIKUDI
PRESENT:THIRU. JKARMEGAKANNAN, B.A,, B.L.,
JUDICIAL MAGISTRATE, KARAIKUDI
On Tuesday the 17" day of March 2026
Calendar Case No.611 of 2022
Old C.C.No.28 of 2017

Crime No.524 02016

(On the file of Karaikudi North Police station)
CNR No.TNSV19 - 001 - 995 -2022

-1-
C.C.No.611 of 2022

Statement as per Rule 106 of the Criminal Rules of Practice, 2019
Serial Number Calendar Case (C.C). No.611 of 2022
Name of the Police Station and CrimeState Reperesented through
Number
Inspector of Police,
Karaikudi North Police Station,
Sivagangai District.
Crime No. 524 of 2016.  ........ Complainant
Name Kumar,
Father’s name S/o. Karuppaiah,
Occupation Adappan Vayal 2nd Street,
Resi Pudhukottai District. ... Accused
esidence
Age
Date of Occurrence 10.09.2016
Date of Final Report 27.01.2017
Date of Apprehension 21.12.2016
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. C.C.No.611 of 2022
7. Date of Release on bail 02.02.2017
8. Witnesses (Chief Examination Cross Examination
PW-1 17.07.2018 10.02.2026
PW-2 17.07.2018 10.02.2026
PW-3 12.12.2023 12.12.2023
PW-4 12.12.2023 12.12.2023
PW-5 09.01.2024 09.01.2024
PW-6 12.03.2024 12.03.2024
PW-7 25.06.2025 25.06.2025
PW-8 25.06.2025 25.06.2025
PW-9 16.07.2025 16.07.2025
PW-10  06.08.2025 06.08.2025
PW-11  03.12.2025 03.12.2025
0. Closure of Trial 03.12.2025
10.  |Accused is questioned 08.12.2025
u/s.313(1)(b) of Crpc date
11 Sentence or Order. The offence punishable under Section 392 of the
Indian Penal Code and he is sentenced to undergo
rigorous imprisonment for a period of two years
and six months and to pay a fine of Rs.5,000/-. In
default of payment of fine, the accused shall
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C.C.No.611 of 2022

undergo simple imprisonment for a further period

of three months.

12.  Service of copy of judgment or yes. Free copy of the judgment was furnished to
finding on accused the accused as per section 404 of the Bharatiya

Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023.

13. Explanation of delay The delay was occasioned due to the delay in
serving of summons on the accused and Covid -
19 pandemic situation.

14.  Date of Judgment Reserved 11.03.2026

15.  Date of Judgment Pronounce 17.03.2026

This case being taken on file in the year 2017 and previously numbered

as CC.No. 28/2017 and this court converted on 2022 as Judicial Magistrate

Court Karaikudi, new number has been assigned as CC.No. 611/2022 and the

state being represented by Mr. Selvaraj, Assistant Public Prosecutor- Grade I

and Mr.M.Senthilkumar, counsel for Accused and after perusing the documents

filed, evidence adduced and upon hearing submission of both sides, this court

passes the following;
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JUDGEMENT

1. The present case has been charge-sheeted by the Inspector of Police,
Karaikudi North Police Station, in Crime No.524 of 2016 against the above

accused persons under section 392 of Indian Penal Code, 1860.

2. The prosecution case in brief as follows;

The defacto complainant is a resident of Karaikudi. On 10.09.2016, she
started from her house to go to Kalanivasal to visit her mother's house and
returned at about 07.45 p.m. While she was proceeding from north to south
near the Periyar Statue at Karaikudi, close to Sanangkali Amman Temple and
near Subash School, riding her son’s two wheeler, an unknown person
suddenly touched her from behind. When she turned back, the said person, who
had come from behind her, snatched her eight sovereigns gold thali chain and
fled away towards the side of the Periyar Statue. Despite attempts made by the

complainant and others present there, they were unable to secure the accused.

3. Being aggrieved over the same, the defacto complainant lodged the
complaint on 10.09.2016 before the complainant police and based on which the
FIR was registered on 10.09.2016. On charge sheet being file, the case was
taken on file against the accused person and summons were issued. Hence, on
appearance of the accused person copies were furnished under section 207

Cr.P.C. The particulars of the offence of which he being accused was put to
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him, and accused had denied the same, as prima facie case existed, this court
framed charge against the accused person under section 392 of Indian Penal
Code, 1860, and asked whether he plead guilty or has any defence to make.

The accused had denied the charge and claimed to be tried.

4. The evidence on the side of prosecution consists of testimonies of
PWI1 to PW11 and Exhibits P1 to P10 and P.M.O.No.1 also marked. After
closure of prosecution side evidence, this court questioned the accused U/s 313
of the criminal procedure code, regarding incriminating material available
against him in the prosecution evidence. The accused had denied the complicity
of the offence. The defence side did not examine any witness nor did mark any

document.

5. The learned Assistant Public Prosecutor for the State argued that the
case of the Prosecution has been proved beyond all reasonable doubts on
account of the consistent testimony of the witnesses regarding the offence
against the accused persons under section 392 of Indian Penal Code, 1860.
Thus, it was strongly pressed on behalf of State that the Accused be convicted

and given maximum punishment.

6. Per contra, the learned counsel for the accused has Arguing that

Prosecution has completely failed to discharge its burden of proving the case of
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the Accused beyond reasonable doubts, learned Counsel for the Accused

pressed upon his acquittal from the present case.

7. I have heard learned APP for the State and learned Counsel for the
accused. I have gone through the oral and documentary evidence for

appreciating the rival contentions.

8. Points for Consideration:
Whether the prosecution has proved its case beyond all reasonable doubt
against the accused person for the offence under section 392 of Indian Penal

Code, 18607

The testimonies of the Prosecution side witnesses in brief as follows;-

9. The PW1-Mahalakshmi- The defacto complainant has deposed that on
10.09.2016 at about 06.00 p.m., after visiting her mother’s house at NGO
Colony, she returned to her home along with her elder son on his two-wheeler,
a Honda Activa. When they reached near the Periyar Statue, Sanangkali
Amman Temple, close to Subash Corporation School, one person who came
near her touched her body. When she turned back, another person who came
from behind on a two-wheeler snatched the thali chain from her neck and fled
towards the side of the Periyar Statue. She further deposed that she shouted that

a thief had snatched her chain. She also stated that the said person is the
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accused who is now present before the Court and that she had seen him at the
time when he snatched the chain. Thereafter, she informed the incident to her
family members and subsequently lodged a complaint before the police, which
has been marked as Ex.P1. She further stated that after about five to six
months, the police informed her that her thali chain had been recovered. She
obtained the same by filing an application before this Court. She has also

identified the said jewel and the same has been marked as P.M.O. No.1.

10. The PW2- Karthik- The hearsay witness deposed that PW1 is his
elder sister. On 10.09.2016, at about 6.00 p.m., PW1 went out and when she
returned home at about 7.30 p.m., she informed him over the phone that when
she had reached near Subash School, an unknown person came from behind
and touched her back. When she turned around, the said person snatched her
thali chain weighing about eight sovereigns. When PW1 attempted to catch
him, the said person escaped from the place. Thereafter, he brought his sister to
the police station for lodging a complaint. Subsequently, the police examined

him during the course of investigation.

11. The PW3- Azhagappan- The witness, being a hearsay witness,
deposed that on 10.09.2016, his daughter (PW1) came to his house to see him.
After visiting him, she returned to her house at about 6:00 PM. While she was

passing near the Periyar Statue, Sanagali Temple School, an unknown person
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came from behind and touched her back. When she turned around, the said
person snatched eight sovereigns of gold from her chain and ran away.
Thereafter, she and others were unable to trace the accused. The incident was
informed to him through a phone call. Subsequently, a complaint was lodged
regarding the occurrence, and he was present at the time when the complaint

was given.

12. The PW4- Chandhra- who was examined as hearsay witness had
deposed that on 10.09.2016, his daughter (PW1) came to his house to see him.
After visiting him, she returned to her house at about 6:00 PM. While she was
passing near the Periyar Statue, Sanagali Temple School, an unknown person
came from behind and touched her back. When she turned around, the said
person snatched eight sovereigns of gold from her chain and ran away.
Thereafter, she and others were unable to trace the accused. The incident was
informed to him through a phone call. Subsequently, a complaint was lodged
regarding the occurrence, and he was present at the time when the complaint

was given.

13. The PW5- Saravanan- The person who witnessed the occurrence
after hearing the sound has deposed that on 01.09.2016 at about 07:45 p.m.,
while he was walking on the road near Sanamkaliyamman Temple, he heard

Mahalakshmi shouting. When he questioned her, she informed him that her
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thali chain weighing eight sovereigns had been snatched by an unknown
person. Thereafter, the said Mahalakshmi proceeded to the police station and

lodged a complaint, and at that time he accompanied her to the police station.

14. The PW6- who was examined as the Mahazar witness has deposed
that on 10.09.2016 at about 11:00 p.m., when he returned to his house, he
noticed a crowd gathered near Sangalkaliamman Temple. At that time, the
Karaikudi North Police prepared the Observation Mahazar and Rough Sketch,

in which he signed as the first witness. The said Mahazar was marked as Ex.P2.

15. The PW7- Veerappan- who was examined as a confession and
seizure mahazar witness, deposed that he knew the accused. On 21.12.2016, he
and his brother-in-law, namely Palani, came at about 10:00 a.m. after work. At
that time, the police were conducting a vehicle check near the Alagappar
Statue. Two persons arrived on a Pulsar bike at high speed, and when the police
stopped them and conducted enquiries, the accused persons voluntarily made a
confession regarding the chain snatching in his presence. The witness signed as
a witness to the confession statement and has admitted his signature therein.
Based on the confession statement, the Inspector effected a recovery on the
same day, and the witness also admitted his signature in the recovery mahazar.
His signatures in the confession statement and recovery mahazar have been
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marked as Ex.P3 and Ex.P4 respectively. In this connection, the police

examined him.

16. The PW8- Palniyappan- who was examined as a confession and
seizure mahazar witness, deposed that he knew the accused. On 21.12.2016, he
and his brother-in-law, namely Palani, came at about 10:00 a.m. after work. At
that time, the police were conducting a vehicle check near the Alagappar
Statue. Two persons arrived on a Pulsar bike at high speed, and when the police
stopped them and conducted enquiries, the accused persons voluntarily made a
confession regarding the chain snatching in his presence. The witness signed as
a witness to the confession statement and has admitted his signature therein.
Based on the confession statement, the Inspector effected a recovery on the
same day, and the witness also admitted his signature in the recovery mahazar.
His signatures in the confession statement and recovery mahazar have been
marked as Ex.P5 and Ex.P6 respectively. In this connection, the police

examined him.

17. The PW9- Pitchai Pandian- The officer who had prepared the
Observation Mahazar and Rough Sketch deposed that while he was on station
duty, a FIR was registered by one Muthukrishnan in Crime No. 524 of 2016 for
the alleged offence under Section 392 of the IPC. Thereafter, the FIR was

handed over to him, and he prepared the Observation Mahazar and Rough
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Sketch by visiting the place of occurrence. The said Rough Sketch was marked
as Ex.P7. Thereafter, he examined witnesses No. 1 to 9 and handed over the

same to Inspector Murugan for further investigation.

18. The PW10- The officer who registered the FIR deposed that while
he was on station duty on 10.09.2016 at about 11:00 p.m., PWI1
(Muthukrishnan) came and lodged a complaint. Based on the same, he
registered FIR No. 524 of 2016 for the offence under Section 392 of the IPC,
which was marked as Ex.P8. Thereafter, he handed over the FIR to

Pitchaipandian for further investigation.

19. The PW11- Murugan- who was examined as formal witness had
deposed that while he was working as the Inspector of Police, Karaikudi North
Police Station, PW11 handed over the case file relating to Crime No.524 of
2016, registered for the offence under Section 392 IPC on 10.09.2016 at about
10.00 p.m., for further investigation. He further deposed that on 21.12.2016, at
about 10.00 a.m., while he was conducting routine vehicle check-up near Pari
Nagar, Alagappar Silai, one person came in a two-wheeler bearing Registration
No. TN-55-AQ-8323 (Pulsar motorcycle). Upon enquiry, his replies were
contradictory, and during further interrogation, he voluntarily gave confession
statements relating to the present case, which were recorded in the presence of
independent witnesses. He further deposed that based on the confession
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statement, the accused led the police to the house of one Murugesan, from
where the stolen gold jewels were recovered. He also recovered another Honda
motorcycle, which was allegedly used for the commission of the offence. The
admissible portion of the confession statement was marked as Ex.P9 and
marked the seizuire mahazar as Ex.P10. He then sent the case property to the
Court under Form-95, which was marked as Ex.P11. Thereafter, he had

examined the witnesses and filed the final report in the matter on 27.01.2017.

The point for consideration is answered as follows;-

20. The case of the prosecution is that on 10.09.2016 at about 07.45
p.m., while PW1 was returning to her house from her mother’s residence by
riding her son’s two wheeler near the Periyar Statue at Karaikudi, an unknown
person approached from behind and suddenly snatched the thali chain weighing
about eight sovereigns from her neck and fled away from the place. Based on
the complaint given by PW1, the police registered a case and after investigation
filed the final report against the accused for the offence under Section 392 of

the Indian Penal Code.

21. PWI1, who is the defacto complainant and the person who set the
criminal law in motion, has clearly spoken about the occurrence. In her chief

examination she has categorically deposed that on the date of occurrence when
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she was proceeding near Sanangkali Amman Temple and Subash School, one
person came near her and touched her and immediately another person who
came behind her snatched her thali chain and escaped from the place. She has
also clearly identified the accused who was present before the court as the
person involved in the occurrence. She has further stated that after some times
the police informed her that the stolen jewel had been recovered and she
identified the same before the court and the said thali chain was marked as
P.M.O.No.1. The relevant portion of the chief examination of the PW1 is
extracted hereunder for better appreciation;-

“BresT HTeoI&HEUlled auslss amSIGmest. mbresr G tieoflit Geucmeo
&g HSIGDGST. HLHS 10.09.2016 Si6dT M) F6oilESIPEmL TEmEd &LMT 06.00
weoflwereileo oreorelley  &Hmoveoflulleo 2 eitemr  oreorg  HSMUTE 6519 HE)
@& mINIL_(i) BTG, 6T6oTE Eemomu W&ID GamreorLm &8 6T65rm
SHESST eSSl 6 19hHE MMHUSHETS ibhEI0lsT T (HHGSMID.
SicieuT M) HhIST aubg O&meoTe (HHsGurg Guflumc Hemeo snewrmiismofl
Ganefled DipSled 2 oitor &UMTGE BT & udTefl amseSled eubsGUMIRS!
oTeo1 8 @& UlesTeoTmed aubgaui ereorg Gsmatled s 1q cormi. 2 1 @eor BredT Hl(mHdl
uMi$SOUT(RE SIHFESST UN&ETSHS5l0  oubhgl &M (HhSoUT 6160S)
OB ATHTHS R 1 &M@l Diours SL g m&SWITed  [HITCT

&(R&Sleo  eflbSlHHe 8 uayer &HTedl shiSledlemw  Dimis s 0sT et (h)

@& 6dT el Lmi. 2| Goor meT SlpLoor  SlapLGT  eTedIm  FUSHD
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Gum’_[H&0&ETETCL SHesHsT ansardsleo sUS Cs6Tm 616 &hiSleSlemiu
udlss @&F6sTD HUHT 6NlTL_1g CFSTEM6T. Y eotmed Seui Guflwury Hemeo
oubhgl AHSTOIGSTY oThiE OFTOMT  eTedTm  UMisSs  SWweoeNleocmen
&6m60LD MU SIeNI”_Lmif. sbbuey FWHS oTeors  H(IRSSleo  Slhs
shSledloow SMGS BUF B arSlflsmedr. Sieueor HIT  &Fhisled
SMI556ung Slpbll unisBs6ir. SledTeori BTGHT 6TeoTEl 2 MENIETTE (61H & @)
GurndenisEhs@G  Fbuaubd OuTmss &GUEl  epoowrs 566D
@smeT@ooretr. 2 1| Beor oTeorg HDO OHT(IRHSHEOTTT DTDGOTT H6D6OT (LD
&buey SL_SShHGE ubsmiser. UlesTeori Diedrm Sr6eu L& @) sraucoblemeowibd
@&6oTm Fbucud CUTNSS UsTT Q&THEECH6T. ereTeofl b s&meoriléasiuHid
USITT STCOT DGl DGl AFM.W.1. BT UsTi Qsr(HEH55HE VlesTeori 5,6 nsb
&g sote Gurner oreorg Boosemw Guredsmi  emsUUDMIENI LS8
©O\&FIT 65T GOTMIT &H6IT. BIST Demwg ey SeoLwnerd &reordsg)
B Sloesrm S S6eSI(HiH &I SoL_&5Me0 @urmYico @ub m1&F&6sT@Mm6dT.
SHoUNRs BSlosrmsSleo weriuhidSleTen HhisEhiISESIHTET Digl. Dig

Fr.ur1.”

22. It 1s true that during the course of cross examination PW1 has stated
that she had not seen the accused at the time of the occurrence. However, it is
very important to note the circumstances under which such statement was

made. The chief examination of PW1 was conducted on 17.07.2017 whereas
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the cross examination was conducted only on 10.02.2026. Thus, there is an
abnormal and significant delay of nearly nine years between the chief
examination and the cross examination. Such a belated cross examination
would naturally affect the memory of a witness and there is every possibility
for the witness to forget certain details relating to the incident which had taken
place long back. Hence the statement made by PW1 in the cross examination
that she had not seen the accused cannot completely discredit the testimony
given by her in the chief examination wherein she had clearly identified the

accused.

23. Further, the evidence of PW1 regarding the occurrence is supported
by the other witnesses examined on the side of the prosecution. PW2, PW3 and
PW4 are hearsay witnesses. Though they have admitted that they have no
direct knowledge about the occurrence, they have consistently deposed that
PWI1 informed them about the chain snatching incident immediately after the
occurrence. Their testimonies establish that the occurrence had in fact taken

place and that PW1 had immediately informed the same to her relatives.

24. The PWS5 is another witness who came to the place of occurrence
after hearing the alarm raised by PW1. He has stated that when he heard PW1
shouting that her thali chain had been snatched, he enquired her and she

informed him about the incident. Thereafter he accompanied her to the police
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of PW1 that such an occurrence had taken place on the date and time stated by

the prosecution.

25. PW6 is the mahazar witness who has spoken about the preparation
of the observation mahazar and rough sketch at the place of occurrence by the
police. His evidence shows that the investigating officer had visited the place
of occurrence and conducted the investigation in accordance with law. PW9,
the investigating officer who initially handled the investigation, has also
deposed about the preparation of observation mahazar and rough sketch and

about examining the witnesses during the course of investigation.

26. The prosecution has further relied upon the evidence relating to the
confession statement and recovery of the stolen property. The PW7 and PW8
were examined as witnesses for the confession statement and recovery
mahazar. Both these witnesses have deposed that on 21.12.2016 while the
police were conducting vehicle checking near Alagappar Statue, the accused
persons who came on a two wheeler were stopped by the police and during
enquiry they voluntarily gave confession statements in their presence. They
have also stated that based on the confession statement the police recovered the

stolen jewels.
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27. The PW8 in his evidence has fully supported the prosecution case
and nothing material has been elicited during his cross examination to discredit
his testimony. The relevant portion of the chief examination of the PW8 is
extracted hereunder for better appreciation;-

“2112.2016 SIG5T M) BTGID 6T6T G OWSEIcoTH L6t 6T6sTUGI(HID Goucmed
w5568 (H 68”19 H& &IT60H60 10.00 wesoflwerr 6160 @565t M)
@&neorig (hHGSMD.  Swpstiur soognfl Flemeo iHGs GureSsmi ocumscor
Safldomnsuiled F[HUL_Lg (HHSTIHET. AGUNIREH Sretor() Buiser Geasns
ucsl QNHETHS0 DihiE oUHSTIGHT Douisemer Glgsbgh GuredSsemt
oflenromemr  @FLSS0 SHoupld  oreuells  GraoT(HiSMId  &edTl
HeTeoflEemawns Geullomeor uNlSgIE OFSTD GHHM HL GG ESDESHT G&MISHSI
BhisET (poreflemooulileo RUUSHH ambGepood DeflHsmr. SiSledo BHreoT
cmaswniub CFLGH6ST. ereTefl b sreoriéssliupib SHhe awsslesr erSifl
<6fl$s RUUS ansGewesSled 2 6rer cm&OTIUD 6T6TGHIGML LG SITCOT.
SBG DAFN.W.5. DHY RUUSH0 QNHEGePeoSSleor DigqliuemL ulled BT emmIL
SleoTd aupdHE CETSHems pauTeri SikiserT (Y edTeoflemeouliled &ibucy SL_&&leo
cosUUbHDdleoTTT. AHSST_Fulled 2_cTer 6m&@WITIUD 6T65TGO)OL WGISTGT. g
OETP6. OHs apdHE FLLHHLIS PleUTeTT ST 6S&TT 6T
@&,
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His evidence clearly establishes that the accused voluntarily gave
confession in the presence of witnesses and that the recovery was effected

based on the said confession statement.

28. The PW7, who is another confession and seizure mahazar witness,
has also supported the prosecution case. In his cross examination he has clearly
stated that the recovery was made at Pudhukottai and that he had signed the
relevant documents there itself. The relevant portion of the chief examination
of the PW7 is extracted hereunder for better appreciation;-

“2112.2016 SiGTM) HITGOYID 6TEOTE S ST ULp6eotl eTesTURI(HD Goucmeo
wusgmeiltH  dligb@ ~ smemeo 1000  wewflwerelleo  @&6TM)
@&neorig (hiHGSHTD.  Spstunr soogpnfl Flomeo DiHGs GuredSsmi ocums cor
Hfldomsuiled F[HIULLg (HHSTISHET. AIGUTRG Sresor() Buiser Geaisns
UcLET ouNTHETHSI0 D@ UbsTiGeT Deufsemer Ulgsbgs GuredSamd
ollenremenr @QFIGHSl0  Supou(pld  eTeuclly oI (HiBeId  &edrl
sereotlgemnswns Fwllemer UGS OFSTD GHOM HLAIGESOSHHET GHDISHH)
BIBISOT (P 6dTeotlemevuiled 6pUILIS60 QTS ECLPoOmHIGHT DloflSEHTIsH6T. DiFled HredT
coswniub CFLEH6ST. creTeflL b sraoriléssiuphib SHs awsslesr erslifl
96flHs RUUSHD QITsHECePpoosHSlco 2 6romr m&@WTTIUD 6T65TG0)I6OL IWEISTEOT.
ODNG) ANEFN.P.3. HGH RUUSHD QMTHGePSSIeT ligliuemL ulled 6T emmIL

Sleotd aIpsHE CFTSH086 IO 6THIGET (W 6dTeotlemeoulilcd sibucy SL&Sloo
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cosUubMleormi. SiGHM_Fulled 2 _dror cm&OWITTIULD 6T65TGR)IEHL WSISTET. i8]
OANETPHA. ShHS QPsHE FbubsLIs JPlcuTori oereTemet 6I&Temnesor

@&IsTE.”

The relevant portion of his cross examination is read as follows;-

“IBTesT DiSHM_& WaicorsEHleo cmsOIW(IRsE OF1L5BUTE HTEST Db
S 606m60 6TG5T M) O\ &FTGOT6OTT6D Fiflweoeo. GureS&mi
Cal_(h&OsnaorLsHh&leommes srl_Swb SieflsS@mesr oreorm O&FT6eoTeTToD
&flweveo. m&HOII(RSS BTG UgHGsM_cmL_ulléd cmais s O&1ESH6T 6T65TMM6ed

sflgneosr.”

Hence, his testimony therefore corroborates the evidence of PW8 and

the investigating officer regarding the recovery of the stolen property.

29. The PW11, the Inspector of Police who conducted the major part of
the investigation, has clearly explained the manner in which the accused was
secured during the vehicle checking and how the accused voluntarily gave
confession statement relating to the present case. He has further stated that
based on the confession statement the accused led the police to the house of his
brother in law namely Murugesan and from there the stolen gold jewels were

recovered. The admissible portion of the confession statement was marked as
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Ex.P9 and the recovery mahazar was marked as Ex.P10. The recovered jewel

was sent to the Court under Form-95.

30. The recovery of the stolen jewel assumes great importance in the
present case. The recovery was effected pursuant to the confession statement
given by the accused and the same is clearly proved through the evidence of
PW7, PW8 and PW11. The said recovery is admissible under Section 27 of the
Indian Evidence Act. The recovered jewel was identified by PW1 before the
Court and the same was marked as P.M.O.No.l. Thus, the recovery of the
stolen property at the instance of the accused provides strong corroboration to

the prosecution case.

31. The evidence available on record therefore clearly establishes that
the stolen jewel was recovered based on the information given by the accused
and that the said jewel belonged to PW1. The fact that the accused had given
the stolen jewel to his brother in law Murugesan and that the same was
recovered from there is clearly reflected in the recovery mahazar marked as
Ex.P9 and Ex.P10. This circumstance strongly connects the accused with the

commission of the offence.

32. Moreover, when the entire evidence is considered as a whole, the

testimony of PW1 regarding the occurrence, the supporting evidence of other
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KARMEGAKANNAN }(ARMEGAKANNAN
J Date: 2026.03.17

13:27:02 +0530



21-
C.C.No.611 of 2022

witnesses regarding the incident, and the recovery of the stolen property
pursuant to the confession statement of the accused together form a complete
chain of circumstances. These circumstances clearly point towards the guilt of

the accused and there is no reason to disbelieve the prosecution version.

33. Though PW1 has made a statement during cross examination that
she had not seen the accused, the same cannot be given undue importance in
view of the extraordinary delay of nearly nine years in conducting the cross
examination. On the other hand, her clear identification of the accused in the
chief examination, coupled with the recovery of the stolen property at the
instance of the accused, provides sufficient corroboration to the prosecution

case.

34. Therefore, this court is of the considered view that the prosecution
has successfully established that the accused had committed the chain
snatching of the thali chain belonging to PW1 and that the stolen property was
subsequently recovered based on the confession statement given by him. The

evidence on record proves the guilt of the accused beyond all reasonable doubt.

35. Moreover, by considering the nature of the offence, which involves
snatching of a woman’s thali chain in a public place, this court is of the opinion

that the offence is serious in nature. Therefore this Court is not inclined to
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extend the benefit of the Probation of Offenders Act to the accused. This Court
has also questioned the accused regarding the sentence to be imposed and the

accused has requested for lesser punishment.

36. In the light of the above discussion and findings, this Court holds
that the prosecution has proved the charge against the accused beyond all

reasonable doubt.

37. Accordingly, the accused is convicted under Section 248(2) of the
Code of Criminal Procedure for the offence punishable under Section 392 of
the Indian Penal Code and he is sentenced to undergo rigorous imprisonment
for a period of two years and six months and to pay a fine of Rs.5,000/-. In
default of payment of fine, the accused shall undergo simple imprisonment for

a further period of three months.

38. The period of custody already undergone by the 1st accused from

21.12.2016 to 07.03.2017 is ordered to be set off under section 428 Cr.P.C.

39. In this case the properties remanded in  P.R.No.10/2017
(P.M.O.No.1) Gold Chain has already been handed over to the Defacto
complainant on 19.01.2017 as per the orders in Crl.M.P.No0.100/2017. Hence,

no separate order regarding disposal of properties is required. Since, the case
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itself disposed off, the properties handed over to the Defacto complainant can
be retained by him and the bond if any executed for the same shall be cancelled

after lapse of appeal period.

Typed by me in my computer, verified by me to be correct and

pronounced in open court on 17" March, 2026.
Digitally signed by
KARMEGAKANNAN ?ARMEGAKANNAN
J

ll)atze: 21026.0033.(1)7
.. :27:18 +05
Judicial lé/lagls%rae,

Karaikudi.

Chart for Prosecution side witnesses:

PW.No |Name of Witness Description

1 Mrs.Mahalakshmi Defacto Complainant

2 Mr.Karthik Hearsay witness

3 Mr.Alagappan Hearsay witness

4 Mrs.Chandra Hearsay witness

5 Mr.Saravanan Formal witness

6 Mr.Karthik Sketch & Mahazar witness

7 Mr.Veerappan Confession statement and
Seizure Mahazar witness

8 Mr.Palaniyappan Confession statement and
Seizure Mahazar witness

9 Mr.Pitchaipandiyan Sketch, Mahazar and
confession Statement
witness
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10 Mr.Muthukrishnan Investigation Officer
11 Mr.Murugan Investigation Officer
Defence Side Witness - NIL
Chart for Exhibited Documents
Exhibit | Description of the Exhibit Proved by/Attested by
No.
1 Complaint PWI1
2 Observation Mahazar PW6
3 Signature of the PW7 in Confession |[PW7

Statement
4 Signature of the PW7 in Seizure PW7

Mahazar
5 Signature of the PWS8 in Confession |[PW§

Statement
6 Signature of the PW8 in Seizure PWS

Mahazar
7 Rough Sketch PW9
8 First Information Report PWI10
9 Admitted portion of the Confession |PW11

Statement
10 Seizure Mahazar PWI11
11 Form 95 PWI11
Exhibits of the Defence - NIL
Chart for Material Objects

KARMEGAKANNAN |
J
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Material |Description of the Exhibit Proved by/Attested by
Object
No.
1 Gold Chain PWI1
Material Objects Submitted by Defence - NIL
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Judicial Magistrate,
Karaikudi.

Note:
1. During the period of trial the accused were enlarged on bail.
2. No witnesses were held more than three days without examination.
3. Judgment Date : 17.03.2026.

4. Copy to Hon'ble Chief Judicial Magistrate, Sivagangai.
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