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    IN THE COURT OF JUDICIAL MAGISTRATE OF FIRST CLASS ,
PATHANAPURAM

 
Present:- Shri.Sajith.V, Judicial First  Class  Magistrate

Saturday 3rd day of January 2026

      ORDER IN CMP NO. 1951/2025 IN  CR. NO. 1462/2025   OF   
KUNNIKODE POLICE STATION

Petitioner/Accused                      :        Shajan K.R, Aged 38 years,
       S/o Rajan, Kuttiyil veedu,
       Koyippuram mukku, Melila Po,

                  Melila village.

                  (By Adv. M.Priji)
 
Respondent                       :        State represented by the  Sub Inspector of 

                  police, Kunnikode Police station.

            (By Sri.S.Salil Raj ,APP Gr. I, Pathanapuram)
                                              
 Offences                                     :        under sections 333,118(1),118(2) of Bharatiya 

       Nyaya  Sanhita.

Order                                            :       Application allowed. 

Heard, perused the records and passed the following:-   

O R D E R

1. This  is  the  2nd application  for  bail  filed  under section  480 Bharatiya  Nagarik

Suraksha Sanhita by the accused in crime 1462/2025 of Kunnikode Police Station

against whom offences punishable under sections 333,118(1),118(2) of Bharatiya

Nyaya  Sanhita is alleged. 

2. The prosecution case is as follows:  On 10/12/2025 at about 4:00 PM, at a tea

shop  situated  near  Koyipuram  Mukku,  while  the  accused  and  the  defacto

complainant were sitting in the said tea shop, the defacto complainant asked the

accused to move away due to an unpleasant smell.  Being enraged by the said

remark, the accused left the tea shop and returned shortly thereafter carrying an
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iron  chain.  The  accused  wrapped the  iron  chain  around his  hand  and hit  the

defacto complainant on the nose, thereby caused a fracture of the nasal bone of

the defacto complainant. Thus, the accused is alleged to have committed offences

punishable under Sections 333,118(1),118(2) of the Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita.

3. The petitioner/accused was arrested on 11/12/2025, and he was produced before

the court and was remanded to judicial custody. He has been undergoing detention

since then, and hence, the present petition is filed.

4. A report  was called for from the police.  The police filed a report  through the

learned APP. The learned APP vehemently opposed the bail application.

5. Heard both sides. The learned counsel for the accused submitted that the accused

has been in judicial custody since 11/12/2025 and he is innocent in this case. The

learned  APP  submitted  a  formal  objection  only,  as  the  investigation  has

progressed much.

6. I  have gone through the  available  materials  and the  arguments  of  the  learned

counsels. On considering the available materials before the court, it is seen that

the major part of the investigation has already been completed. The accused has

no criminal antecedents as per the police report. The custody of the accused is not

required for the purpose of the investigation. Hence, bail is allowed to the accused

on imposing strict conditions.

In the result, this petition is allowed on the following conditions.

1. The  petitioner  shall  execute  a  bond  of  Rs.50,000/-  with  two  solvent  

sureties, each for the likesum to the satisfaction of the court.

2. The petitioner shall not commit any similar offence while on bail.
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3.   The petitioner shall appear before the investigating officer between 9 

   a.m. and 12 p.m. on every Monday for two months or till the filing of 

  the charge sheet, whichever is earlier. 

4. The petitioner shall appear before the investigating officer as and when  

called for until the investigation is over and shall cooperate with  the  

investigation.

5. The petitioner shall appear before the court as and when directed.

6.   The petitioner shall not influence or intimidate the defacto  complainant 

  or any witness.

7.   The petitioner shall not leave India without the permission of the  

  investigating officer.

Pronounced in the open court on this the  3rd day of January, 2026. 

                             Sd/-
              Judicial First  Class  Magistrate,

                  Pathanapuram.

//True Copy//               Judicial First  Class  Magistrate,
                   Pathanapuram


