CrLO.P.No. 3497 &2 L
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED: 05.01.2026
CORAM :
THE HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE K. RAJASEKAR

Crl.O.P.No. 34975 of 2025

Silu Chhinchani ... Petitioner
_VS_

State Rep by,

The Inspector of Police,

PEW Tambaram Unit Police Station

Chennai, Crime No. 52 of 2025. ... Respondent

Prayer:- Criminal Original Petition filed under Section 483 of BNSS, pleased to
enlarge the petitioner on bail in the event of her arrest in Crime No. 52 of 2025
on the file of the respondent police.

For Petitioner : Mr.Mohanakrishnan
For Mr.A.Sathishkumar

For Respondent : Mr.A.Gopinath
Government Advocate (Crl.Side)
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CrLO.P.No. 3497 &2 L
ORDER
This Court, while considering the earlier bail application of the petitioner
in Crl.O.P.No. 29736 of 2025, vide order dated 02.12.2025, was dismissed on the
following grounds:

“6. Considering the above facts, the submissions made by the
learned Counsel on either side, the fact that the contraband involved
is of commercial quantity, and the requirement to satisfy the twin
conditions under Section 37 of the NDPS Act, which remain
unsatisfied and though the petitioner is in judicial custody for more
than 234 days, and the investigation is recently concluded and the

final report is filed and the case is pending for framing of charges,

b

this Court is not inclined to grant bail to the petitioner.’

2.The learned Counsel for the petitioner submits that though this Court
dismissed the earlier bail application on the ground that the case is pending for
framing of charges, so far the trial Court has not framed the charges for the past
three hearings. Hence, the petitioner is incarceration without any progress in the

trial. Therefore, he prays bail to the petitioner.

3.1 have also gone through the FIR and other connected materials which
reveals that the petitioner is in custody from 08.04.2025, and the quantity
involved in this case is a commercial quantity. Though it is stated that the

charges were not yet framed, however, the delay in framing of charges for the
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Crl.O.P.No. 3497 ATk i
past three hearings, and the same could not be a valid ground for dispensing with

the requirements under Section 37 of the NDPS Act.

4.Considering the nature of allegations levelled against the petitioner; and
also without knowing the valid reasons for delaying the trial process or who is
responsible for delaying the trial process, I am not inclined to reconsider the bail

application of the petitioner and hence the same is dismissed.
5. Accordingly, this Criminal Original Petition is dismissed.

05.01.2026
MSM

To

1.The Inspector of Police,

PEW Tambaram Unit Police Station
Chennai, Crime No. 52 of 2025.

2.The Public Prosecutor,
High Court, Madras.
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K. RAJASEKAR, J.

MSM

Crl.O.P.No. 34975 of 2025

05.01.2026



