
CrlMP(MD)No.15089 of 2025

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

DATED : 25.03.2026 

CORAM:

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE B.PUGALENDHI

CrlMP(MD)No.15089 of 2025

in

CrlA(MD)No.1124 of 2025

Vignesh @ Vicky @ Vigneshwaran     ...Petitioner

Vs
State represented through
The Inspector of Police,
Thirumangalam Town Police Station,
Madurai District,
[Crime No.387 of 2023] ... Respondent

PRAYER:  Petition filed  under  Section  430(1)  of  Bharatiya  Nagarik 

Suraksha Sanhita, to suspend the sentence imposed by the I Additional 

Special Court for NDPS Act Cases, Madurai passed in CC.No.70 of 2024 

dated 20.12.2024 and enlarge the petitioner on bail pending disposal of 

the criminal appeal.

For Petitioner        :  Mr.S.Muniyandi

For Respondent     :  Mr.T.Senthil Kumar,

Additional Public Prosecutor
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ORDER

This petitioner is accused in C.C.No.70 of 2024 on the file of the 

I Additional Special Court for NDPS Act Cases Madurai. By judgment 

dated 20.12.2024, he was found guilty, convicted under Section 8(c) read 

with 20(b) (ii) (c) of the Narcotic Drugs and Psychotropic Substance Act, 

and sentenced to undergo rigorous imprisonment for 10 years with a fine 

of Rs.1,00,000/-, and in default, to undergo 2 years simple imprisonment. 

As against the conviction and sentence imposed by the trial Court, this 

petitioner has filed an appeal before this Court in Crl.A(MD)No.1124 of 

2024  and  the  same  has  been  admitted  by  this  Court  on  23.10.2025. 

Along with the appeal, the petitioner has filed this petition to suspend the 

sentence.

2.The case of the prosecution is that the petitioner was found in 

possession  of  21  kgs  ganja  on  29.008.2023  at  about  12.30  hrs  at 

S.Puliyankulam on Kappalur – Madurai Road and he was arrested and 

sent to judicial custody.
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3.The learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the mandatory 

provisions under Sections 52A and 57 of the NDPS Act have not been 

followed. Though the prosecution claims that the petitioner was arrested 

in the presence of the customs officer, he has not been cited as a witness. 

The  respondent  has  weighed  the  contraband  along  with  leaves,  stalk, 

stem.  Further  as  per  the  FIR  50gms  of  sample  have  been  taken  for 

analysis,  whereas the chemical  report  reveals the sample was 60 gms. 

Therefore, the learned counsel prayed that the petitioner be considered 

for grant of bail.

4.The learned Government Advocate appearing for the respondent 

submits that the petitioner was found with possession of 21kgs of ganja. 

The petitioner is a notorious criminal and he is having 23 cases to his 

credit  apart  from this  case,  of  which  some  of  the  cases  are  pending 

investigation and some of the cases are pending trial. If he is released on 

bail, he may not be available for the trial in other cases. In this case, the 

prosecution has proved its case beyond reasonable doubt and therefore, 

the trial court has rightly convicted the petitioner.
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5.This court has considered the rival submissions made.

6. Considering the quantity of ganja involved in this case and the 

investigation  and  the  trial  in  some  cases  are  pending  as  against  this 

petitioner, this court is not inclined to entertain this petition. Accordingly, 

this petition is dismissed. 

25.03.2026 

DSK

To

1.The Inspector of Police,
Thirumangalam Town Police Station,
Madurai District,

2. I Additional Special Court 
NDPS Act Cases, Madurai.

Copy to

The Additional Public Prosecutor,
Madurai Bench of Madras High Court,
Madurai.
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B.PUGALENDHI.J.,

DSK

CrlMP(MD)No.15089 of 2025

25.03.2026
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