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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M No.24454 of 2015
Decided on: 30.07.2015

JAGSIR SINGH @ SEERA . . . Petitioner
Versus

STATE OF PUNJAB .. . Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE TEJINDER SINGH DHINDSA

Present:. Mr. Jagmeet Singh Moudgill, Advocate
for the petitioner.
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TEJINDER SINGH DHINDSA, J. (Oral)

This order shall dispose of present petition filed under
Section 438 Cr.P.C praying for grant of anticipatory bail to the
petitioner in case FIR No.224 dated 13.12.2014, under Section
22/61/85 of Narcotic Drugs and Psychotropic Substances Act,
1985, registered at Police Station, City Sunam, District Sangrur.

Counsel for parties have been heard.

Counsel for the petitioner contends that FIR in question
was registered in relation to a Naka having been put up on
13.12.2014 by the police upon a secret information against the
present petitioner as also other co-accused as regards to selling
intoxicant tablets/intoxicant substances after bringing the same

from Haryana. As per prosecution version, a car bearing
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registration No.PB-31-S-8643 was intercepted and three persons
sitting inside the car upon seeing the police party stopped the car
and ran away. HC Chamkaur Singh stated to have duly identified
these three persons including the present petitioner i.e. Jagsir
Singh @ Seera as also Jagsir Singh @ Jaggi and Gupreet Singh
@ Netar. Alleged recovery of 260 intoxicant tablets was effected.

So far as co-accused Jagsir Singh @ Jaggi, is
concerned, he is stated to be a habitual offender and 8 other cases
under the ND&PS Act have been registered against him.

The first bail application filed by the present petitioner
was rejected by the learned Judge, Special Court, Sangrur on
22.12.2014. The petitioner till date has not joined the investigation
and has been on run for the last 7 months.

In the light of such serious allegations and keeping in
view the conduct of the petitioner, this Court is of the considered
view that he is not entitled to the concession of pre-arrest bail.

Petition stands dismissed.

[TEJINDER SINGH DHINDSA]
JUDGE
30.07.2015

sachin

| attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this document

Chandigarh



