
Crl.O.P.No.19726 of 2025

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED : 14.07.2025

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE G.K.ILANTHIRAIYAN

Crl.O.P.No.19726 of 2025

1. Mathesh
2. Ragul Sukla ...  Petitioners

Vs.
State represented by,
The Inspector of Police,
PEW Redhills Police Station, 
Tiruvallur District.
(Crime No.83 of 2025) ...  Respondent

PRAYER : Criminal Original Petition has been filed under Section 483 

of  BNSS to  enlarge  the  petitioners  on  bail  in  Crime  No.83  of  2025 

pending on the file of the respondent Police.

For Petitioners : Mr.B.S.Manikandan

For Respondent : Mr.R.Vinothraja
Government Advocate (Criminal Side)

ORDER

The petitioners, who were arrested and remanded to judicial 

custody  on  20.05.2025,  in  connection  with  Crime  No.83  of  2025 

registered on the file of the respondent for  the offences under  Sections 

8(c), 20(b)(ii)(C), 29(1) of Narcotic Drugs and Psychotropic Substances 

Act, 1985, seeks bail. 
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2. The case of the prosecution is that the accused were found to be 

in  illegal  possession  of  20.200  kilograms  of  Ganja,  which  is  a 

commercial quantity. Hence the case.

3. Learned counsel appearing for the petitioners submitted that the 

petitioners  are  innocent  and  they have  been falsely implicated  in  this 

case. He further submitted that the petitioners are ready to abide by any 

stringent conditions that may be imposed on him. Hence, he prayed for 

grant of bail to the petitioners.

4.  Learned Government  Advocate  (Criminal  Side)  appearing for 

the respondent police reiterated the prosecution case and opposed for the 

grant of bail to the petitioners stating that the petitioners were found in 

possession  of contraband,  which is a commercial  quantity and further, 

four previous cases are pending against the first petitioner and in repect 

of the second petitioner, one previous case is pending. Therefore, they 

failed to satisfy the twin conditions required under Section 37 of NDPS 

Act.

5.  Heard both sides and perused the materials available on record.
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6.  Considering  the  above  facts  and  circumstances  of  the  case, 

taking note of the quantity of contraband, antecedents of the petitioners 

and also considering the fact that the petitioners have failed to fulfill the 

twin conditions required under Section 37 of NDPS Act, this Court is not 

inclined to grant bail to the petitioners.

7. Accordingly, the Criminal Original Petition stands dismissed.

14.07.2025   
ham

To

1. The Judicial Magistrate No.II, 
Ponneri.

2. The Inspector of Police,
PEW Redhills Police Station, 
Tiruvallur District.

3. The Public Prosecutor,
High Court, Madras.
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G.K.ILANTHIRAIYAN  , J.  

ham
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14.07.2025
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