IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM No.M-45598 of 2016 (O&M)
Date of decision:13.01.2017

Surya Parkash ... Petitioner

Vs.
State of Haryana ... Respondent
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE TEJINDER SINGH DHINDSA.
Present:-  Mr. Arpandeep Narula, Advocate for the petitioner.

Mr. Charanjit S. Bakhshi, Addl. A.G., Haryana.

TEJINDER SINGH DHINDSA, J.

Petitioner seeks concession of anticipatory bail in case FIR
No.157 dated 20.06.2016, under Sections 21/22(B) of the NDPS Act,
registered at Police Station Sadar Sirsa, District Sirsa.

Counsel for the parties have been heard at length.

As per prosecution version, secret information had been
received as regards co-accused, Vikram Singh s/o Prem Singh being a drug
peddler and he being present and proceeding towards a certain area on a
motorcycle for the purpose of selling contraband. Based on such secret
information, co-accused, Vikram Singh was apprehended on 20.06.2016 and
an alleged recovery of 1200 narcotic tablets of alprazolam were recovered.
Concededly, the alleged recovery from co-accused, Vikram Singh is of
commercial quantity.

Present petitioner is sought to be implicated on the disclosure
statement of main accused, Vikram Singh, who had stated that he had
purchased the contraband from one Sonu who is owner of Surya Pharma

Agency, Nahar, Rajasathan.
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State counsel informs that the present petitioner is none other
than the real brother of Sonu and was the sole license holder of Surya
Pharma Agency, Nahar, Rajasathan.

In the light of such commercial quantity of contraband having
been recovered, it would be a case, where a thorough and deep probe is
required and which may well warrant the custodial interrogation of the
present petitioner.

State counsel further informs that the challan qua main accused,
Vikram Singh as also Sonu has already been presented whereas the present
petitioner is evading the process of law.

This Court is not inclined to extend in favour of the petitioner,
the concession of pre-arrest bail.

Petition dismissed.

13.01.2017 (TEJINDER SINGH DHINDSA)
harjeet JUDGE
i) Whether speaking/reasoned? Yes

ii)  Whether reportable? No
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