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ITEM NO.11               COURT NO.7               SECTION II-C

               S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
                       RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.)  No(s).1125/2023

(Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated  23-12-2022
in CRLOP No. 31841/2022 passed by the High Court Of Judicature At 
Madras)

R. SENTHIL KUMAR                                    Petitioner(s)
                                VERSUS

STATE REP. BY INSPECTOR OF POLICE & ANR.           Respondent(s)

 IA No. 6706/2023 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING C/C OF THE IMPUGNED 
JUDGMENT
 IA No. 6708/2023 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T.
 IA No. 6711/2023 - PERMISSION TO FILE ADDITIONAL 
DOCUMENTS/FACTS/ANNEXURES)
 
Date : 19-03-2024 This matter was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : 
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HRISHIKESH ROY
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE PRASHANT KUMAR MISHRA

For Petitioner(s)  Miss Meha Ashok Aggarwal, AOR
                   Mr. M. Yogesh Kanna, Adv.
                   Mr. Vasu Kalra, Adv.
                   Ms. Monica Saini, Adv.
                                      
For Respondent(s)  Mr. D. Kumanan, AOR
                   Mrs. Deepa. S, Adv.
                   Mr. Veshal Tyagi, Adv.
                                      
                   Mr. G. Ananda Selvam, Adv.
                   Mr. Senthil Kumar, Adv.
                   Mr. Mayilsamy. K, Adv.
                   Mr. Arunpandiyan, Adv.
                   Ms. Lakshmi Ramamurthy, AOR
                                      

          UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                             O R D E R

Heard Ms. Meha Ashok Aggarwal, learned counsel appearing for

the petitioner.  The State of Tamil Nadu is represented by Mr. D.
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Kumanan,  learned  counsel.  The  2nd respondent  (accused)  is

represented by  Mr. G. Ananda Selvam, learned counsel. 

2. The petitioner is the de facto complainant and has challenged

the  order  dated  23.12.2022,  whereby  the  High  Court  has  granted

anticipatory  bail  to  the  respondent  No.2  The  counsel  for  the

petitioner  would  submit  that  the  de  facto complainant  suffered

injury  and  that  aspect  was  not  taken  into  consideration,  while

passing the impugned order.

3. However, on perusal of the order passed by the learned Judge

on 23.12.2022, it is apparent that the salient features of the case

were  taken  into  account  together  with  the  contentions  of  the

accused and the Government Advocate. We see no infirmity with the

impugned  order.  The  Special  Leave  Petition  is  accordingly

dismissed.

4. Pending application(s), if any, stand closed. 

(DEEPAK JOSHI)                                  (KAMLESH RAWAT)
COURT MASTER (SH)                             ASSISTANT  REGISTRAR
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