IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED: 10-07-2026
CORAM
THE HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE C.KUMARAPPAN

CRL OP No. 17943 of 2026
Mahibalan
S/o0. Saravanan,
No.1074, Mariyamman Kovil Street,
Vethavijayapuram, Orathanadu Taluk,
Pappanad, Thanjavur District.

..Petitioner(s)
Vs

State Rep By, The Inspector of Police
Civil Supply CID,
Pollachi,
Coimbatore District.
Crime NO.220 of 2026

..Respondent(s)

RAYER: The Criminal Original Petition has been filed under Section
482 of B.N.S.S. praying to enlarge the petitioner on bail in the event of his
arrest in Crime No.220 of 2026 on the file of the respondent.

For Petitioner(s): M/S. Camyles Gandhi W

For Respondent(s): MS.R.S.INDIRA, GOVT.ADVOCATE
(CRL.SIDE)
ORDER

The petitioner, who apprehends arrest for the alleged offences under
Sections 19(c) (v), 25(1) Fertiliser Control Order-1985 read with Section 7(1)

a(i1) of EC Act, 1955 in Crime No.220 of 2026 on the file of the respondent

police, seeks anticipatory bail.
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2. The case of the prosecution is that the petitioner is found in illegal
possession of 1665 kgs of Urea. It is alleged that there are five accused in this
case, they were collecting the Urea from the farmers and illegally kept it at
godown. On inspection, apart from the above, large quantity Urea were found

and they got red handed . Hence the case.

3. The learned counsel for the petitioner would submit that the petitioner
is the owner of the vehicle and he owns two lorries. It is submitted that the
petitioner has been implicated in the present case alleging illegal transportation
of subsidised urea from Pattukottai to Coimbatore. He further submitted that he
is innocent person and he is no way connected to the case as alleged by the

prosecution. There are three accused in the present case.

3. The learned Government Advocate (Crl. Side) strongly opposed the
bail application on the ground that the petitioner had illegally transported 19
tonnes of subsidised urea, which is intended for agricultural operations and the

benefit of poor farmers.

4. This Court has carefully considered the submissions made by the
learned Government Advocate (Crl. Side). From the submissions, this Court is

able to appreciate the seriousness of the offence alleged, as the act complained
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of affects the availability of subsidised fertiliser meant for the benefit of
farmers. The learned Government Advocate further submitted that the

investigation is at a nascent stage.

5. Considering the nature and gravity of the allegations, the impact of the
offence on the farming community, and the nauseant stage of investigation, this
Court is of the considered view that the petitioner does not deserve the
discretionary relief of bail at this stage.

6. Accordingly, the bail application is dismissed.

10-07-2026
JRS

1.The Inspector of Police
Civil Supply CID,
Pollachi,

Coimbatore District.
Crime NO.220 of 2026

2.The Public Prosecutor,
High Court of Madras.
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C.KUMARAPPAN, J.

JRS

CRL OP No. 17943 of 2026

10-07-2026
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