Crl.OP.N0.35827 of 2(
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED : 05.01.2026

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR JUSTICE K.RAJASEKAR

Crl.O.P.No0.35827 of 2025

Logu @ Elumalai ... Petitioner

Vs.
The State Rep., by
The Forest Range Officer / Inspector of Police,
Santhavasal Forest Range,
Tiruvannamalai District. ... Respondent
(Crime No. STOR No. 3 0f 2025)
PRAYER : Criminal Original Petition is filed under Section 482 of
Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, to enlarge the petitioner on bail in the
event of arrest in Crime No. STOR No. 3 of 2025 on the file of the
respondent police.

For Petitioner : Mr. E. Sathiyaraj Elangovan

For Respondent  : Mr. A. Gopinath
Government Advocate (Crl. Side)
ORDER

The petitioner apprehends arrest for the alleged offence under
Sections 21(d), 36(a &e) of V Act of Tamilnadu Forest Act 1881 and
Sections 9, 39, 50 51(d) of the Wild Life (Protection) Act 1972 and Section
25(1) (a) of Arms Act in STOR.No.3 of 2025 on the file of the respondent

police. seeks anticipatory bail.
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2. The case of the prosecution is that this petitioner joining hands with
other accused, cut down 10 sandal wood trees from the forest area of
Thiruvannamalai District While Al was transporting the logs, he was
intercepted and arrested by the respondent , which revealed that the
petitioner also participated in the occurrence and after seeing the respondent

ran away from the place of an occurrence. Hence, the present case.

3. The learned counsel appearing for the petitioner submitted that the
petitioner is not having any previous case and the arrested co-accused was
enlarged on bail and the contraband was also seized and prays to grant

anticipatory bail to the petitioner.

4. The learned Government Advocate (Criminal Side) appearing for
the respondent police reiterated the prosecution case and submitted that
investigation in this case is pending and there is no previous case against the
petitioner. Hence, she opposed the grant of anticipatory bail to the

petitioner.
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5. 1 have also gone through the bail order passed by the Sessions Court ,
while granting bail to A1. However, considering the overt act attributed and
the gravity of the offence, if the petitioner is granted anticipatory bail , there
is likelihood of indulging in similar offence. Hence, I am not inclined to

grant anticipatory bail to the petitioner.

6. Accordingly, this Criminal Original Petition is dismissed.

05.01.2026

Vv
To
1. The Judicial Magistrate, Polur, Thiruvannamalai
2.The Forest Range Officer / Inspector of Police,

Santhavasal Forest Range,

Tiruvannamalai District.
3.The Public Prosecutor

High Court of Madras,
Chennai 600 104.
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K.RAJASEKAR, J.

Vv

Crl.O.P.No0.35827 of 2025

05.01.2026



