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 In the Court of the Judicial Magistrate Sriperumbudur
                                                  Tmt.I.Vino,B.Sc.,L.L.M.,
                                                    Judicial Magistrate, 
                                                   Sriperumbudur (FAC).

                                   Wednesday, the 19th day of March 2025

                                               Crl.M.P.No.567/2025
                                        (CNR.No.TNKP1C-001219-2025)  

Balaji, A/42,
S/o.Shanmugam,
No.4/102, Anna Nedunjalai,
Koul Bazar,
Pammal,
Chennai.                                                   ... Petitioner/Accused
 -Vs-
State represented by
Inspector of Police,
Mangadu Police Station.
Cr.No.141/2025.                              ... Respondent/Complainant

This petition came up before me for hearing on 19.03.2025, Learned Counsel

M/s.M.P.Muguntharajan, appeared for petitioner, Learned Assistant Public Prosecutor

Grade-I appeared for the respondent, upon hearing both side and perusing the entire

records, this Court delivers the following:-

ORDER

This petition filed u/s.480 of BNSS. praying to enlarge the accused on bail

against the alleged offence u/s.331(4), 62 BNS.

2. The petitioner submitted that false case foisted against the petitioner and

petitioner is in judicial custody from 15.02.2025. The petitioner  is ready to obey any

condition imposed by this Court and petitioner is the only bread winner of the family.

3. The respondent stoutly opposed that if the petitioner is enlarged on bail, he

will  involve  similar  offence  and  may  abscond.  On  behalf  of  respondent,  the

respondent Police in the reply stoutly opposed and if the petitioner is enlarged on

bail, he will tamper witness and that there are 4 previous cases pending against the
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petitioner/accused. 

4. The point for determination is whether the petitioner entitled to the bail?

5. Heard both side. Available materials perused. Though the petitioner is in the

Judicial Custody for 33 days, considering the facts of this case, nature of the offence,

considering  that there are 4 previous cases pending against the petitioner/accused.

and considering that serious allegations raised against the petitioner and this Court is

not inclined to grant bail to the petitioner.  

Finally, for the above said reasons this petition is dismissed.      

Dictated by me to the Typist, typed by him, corrected and pronounced by me in

the open Court, on  this the 19th day of March 2025.

                                                                                                                
Sd/-I.Vino,  

       Judicial Magistrate,
     Sriperumbudur.(FAC)


