
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Miscellaneous No.31997 of 2017 

 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -126 Year- 2017 Thana -AADAPUR District- 

EASTCHAMPARAN(MOTIHARI) 

====================================================== 

1. Sonu Kumar Pandit, son of Virendra Kumar Pandit @ Birendra Kumar 

Pandit, resident of village- Bairnia, P.S.- Kaleya, District- Bara (Nepal). 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar.   

2. Union of India through Inspector General, S.S.B., Frontier Head 

Quarter, Patna.   

....   ....  Opposite Party/s 

====================================================== 

Appearance : 
For the Petitioner/s              :      Mr. Umesh Chandra Verma, Advocate 

For the State                        :      Smt. Sharda Kumari, APP 

For the Union of India         :      Mr. Manoj Kumar Singh, CGC 

====================================================== 

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SANJAY PRIYA 
ORAL ORDER 

 

4/ 24-08-2017 Heard learned counsel for the Petitioner and learned 

APP for the State as well as counsel for Union of India. 

Petitioner seeks bail in NDPS Case No.47 of 2017 

arising out of Adapur (Harpur) P.S. Case No.126 of 2017 

instituted for the offence under Section(s) 20, 22, 23 and 24 of 

the Narcotic Drugs and Psychotropic Substance Act pending in 

the Court of the Sessions Judge/Special Judge, East Champaran 

at Motihari. 

It is alleged in the written report that on confidential 

information the police apprehended this petitioner along with one 

Ramesh Prasad Yadav and recovered 250 Grams Brown Sugar 

from possession of one of the persons in presence of independent 
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witnesses.  

Case diary was called for. 

The learned APP has pointed out that the informant 

in his further statement and other witnesses in para 16, 17, 18, 

and 19 have all stated that the aforesaid Brown Sugar has been 

recovered from the possession of this petitioner.  

In such circumstances, this Court does not find it a fit 

case for grant of bail. 

Accordingly, prayer of the petitioner for grant of bail 

is rejected at this stage. 

The Trial Court is directed to expedite the trial.   

 
 

 

                    JA/- 

(Sanjay Priya, J) 
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