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IN THE COURT OF THE ADDITIONAL SESSIONS JUDGE-III,
MAVELIKARA

      Present:- Smt.Pooja.P.P,Additional Sessions Judge-III, 

Monday  the 1st day of  June 2026/ 11th Jyaishta 1948
CRL.M.P No.04/2026 in  SC. No.391/2026

          (Filed on 21.05.2026)
 

Petitioner/  Accused:- Sabarinath, aged 19 years, S/o Biju, 
Sabari Villa, Panayil Muri,                      
Palamel Village, Alappuzha.

   (By Adv. Bharath.V.Gopal)    
Respondents:-          

1. State of Kerala, Represented  by Public  
      Prosecutor Mavelikara.
2.  The Station House Officer,

 Kayamkulam  Police Station.

This  petition  having  been finally  heard  on  30.05.2026

and the court   on   01.06.2026   passed the following.

ORDER
  This is an application filed by the   accused u/s  483 of BNSS.  
2.  The offences alleged in the case are punishable u/s 8© and 

22© of the NDPS Act.
3. The    accused is in judicial custody from 07.03.2026.
4. The prosecution opposed the application and filed report.
5. Heard both sides.
6. The  prosecution  case  is  that  on  07.03.2026  at  about

10.45 a.m , the accused was found in possession of 31.8 grams of MDMA
near  the private bus stand adjacent  to Kayamkulam Railway station.
Thus the accused is alleged to have committed the  aforesaid offence.
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7. The  allegations levelled against the accused are very serious
and the same are prima facie made out from the final report filed in the
case. Apart from that the accused was red handed with the contraband.
If  the  petitioner  is  released  on bail  there  is  every  chance  for  him to
abscond.  It  would  result  in  delay  of   trial.  There  is  every  chance  for
threatening  the  independent  witnesses  and  to  commit  similar  other
offences. So, the release of the accused at  this stage is not proper.

8.      The period of detention alone is not a relevant criteria to
exercise the discretion in  favour of the petitioner. The grant of bail to
this type of offenders will not be  in the best interest of the society. There
is nothing to  hold that the  accused is innocent.  No special reason is
made out to exercise the discretion in favour of the petitioner. So,the
application deserves only a dismissal.

In the result, the petition is dismissed.
Dictated to the Confidential Assistant, transcribed and typed by her, corrected

by me and pronounced in open court on this the 1st  day of  June, 2026
       Sd/-

 POOJA P.P,
 ADDITIONAL SESSIONS JUDGE- III,

                                                   MAVELIKARA. 
Appendix: Nil
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