
Dated:09.03.2026                         Principal Sessions Court, Tiruppur 

In the court of the Principal Sessions Judge, Tiruppur 
 
 

Present: Thiru. N.Gunasekaran, M.B.A., B.L., 

         Principal Sessions Judge, Tiruppur. 
 

Monday, the 09th day of March, 2026 
 

 

Cr.M.P. No.393 / 2026   and  

M.P.No.1/2026 in Cr.M.P.No.393/2026  

    (CNR No.TNTI18 000817 2026)   

Vijayan, aged 27 years 

S/o.Veerasamy 
     ..     Petitioner / Accused  in  

       Cr.M.P.No.393/2026 

A.Jeganathan,  

S/o. Aruchamy   

     .. Intervener / Defacto complainant in  

           M.P.No.1/2026 in Cr.M.P.No.393/2026 
 
 

Vs. 
 

State of Tamilnadu Represented by 

The Inspector of Police, 

Kamanaickenpalayam Police Station,  

Tiruppur District.  

(Crime No.334/2025)     ..    Respondent/Complainant    
 

 This petition came for hearing on this day in the presence of 

Thiru.A.Rajesh, Advocate for the petitioner in Cr.M.P.No.393/2026 and 

Thiru.S.Kanagasabapathy, Public Prosecutor for the State / respondent and 

Thiru.E.Ganesh, Advocate for the intervener in M.P.No.01/2026 in 

Cr.M.P.No.393/2026 and upon hearing both side and upon perusing the 

documents, this court delivers the following;  

O R D E R 
 

 The Petitioner has filed the application U/s.482 of BNSS seeking 

anticipatory bail for the offence u/s. 189(2), 329(3), 115(2), 118(1), 303(2) 
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and 351(3) of BNS in Cr.No.334/2025 of the respondent police.  

First Information Report is pending against the petitioner u/s. 189(2), 

329(3), 115(2), 118(1), 303(2) and 351(3) of BNS.  The alleged date of 

occurrence is on 29.11.2025 and the First Information Report was 

registered on 30.11.2025.  

  The learned Counsel appearing for the petitioner would contend that 

the petitioner is innocent and has not committed any offence as alleged by 

the prosecution. 

 In contra, the learned Public Prosecutor would raise objection 

through a report of concern police by stating that the defacto complainant 

alleged to have availed loan from the co-accused viz. Senthamaraikannan 

and he failed to repay the same and as a result, the petitioner along with co-

accused collectively alleged to have trespassed into the power loom run by 

the defacto complainant in odd hours and dismantled 13 number of the 

same and assaulted him by inflicting injury on the vital part of body and 

hence, sought to dismiss the application.     

  

  The intervener in M.P.No.01/2026 in Cr.M.P.No.393/2026 would 

raise objection in line with prosecution in the application. 
 

Both side heard. Records perused.   The alleged date of occurrence is 

on 29.11.2025 and the First Information Report was registered on 

30.11.2025. The perusal of records including the copy of Accident Register 

would disclose multiple laceration wounds over the body of the defacto 

complainant and the investigation is in progress and the matter in dispute 

was also not settled before Mediation.  Admittedly, the application seeking 

anticipatory bail by the co-accused viz. Senthamaraikannan and 

Sundaravadivel were dismissed by the Hon’ble High Court of Madras vide 
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order in Crl.O.P.No.1309/2026; dated: 22.01.2026 and 

Crl.O.P.No.2282/2026; dated: 02.02.2026, respectively and there is no 

change in circumstances in between the orders of dismissal of anticipatory 

bail sought by the co-accused by the Hon’ble High Court of Madras and the 

petition under order.  

 By considering the facts and circumstances, nature and gravity of 

offence, stage of investigation, dismissal of anticipatory bail sought by the 

co-accused by the Hon’ble High Court of Madras and the manner in which 

the offence alleged to have taken place, this Court is not inclined to 

enlarge the petitioner on anticipatory bail.   

 

 In the result, the anticipatory bail petition in Cr.M.P.No.393/2026 is 

dismissed and the intervening petition in M.P.No.01/2026 in 

Cr.M.P.No.393/2026 is allowed.  
 

 

 

 

 

 Dictated to the steno-typist, typed by her, corrected and pronounced 

by me and uploaded in Case Information System on this 09th day of March, 

2026. 
 

 

 

 

                                  Principal Sessions Judge, 

                                  Tiruppur. 

Copy to:  

1.  The Judicial Magistrate, Palladam 

2.  The Public Prosecutor, Tiruppur.  

3.  The Inspector of Police, Kamanaickenpalayam Police Station 

4.  The counsel for the petitioner.  

5.  The Secretary, District Legal Services Authority, Tiruppur 

      (through e-mail). 
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