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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH.

105 CRM-M-26459 0of 2019
Date of decision:4.12.2019

Jagsir Singh @ Seera
... Petitioner
Versus

State of Punjab
... Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMOL RATTAN SINGH.

Present: Mr.J.S.Moudgill, Advocate,
for the petitioner
Mr.A.P.S.Gill, DAG, Punjab

AMOL RATTAN SINGH. J. (Oral)

By this petition, filed under the provisions of Section 439 of the
Cr.P.C., the petitioner seeks the concession of regular bail.

On 15.7.2019, learned counsel for the petitioner having
submitted that the petitioner having been arrested on 12.4.2019 (erroneously
shown as 12.4.2015 in that order), the challan has still not been presented,
with learned State counsel directed to take instructions with regard to the
forensic science laboratories/chemical analysis laboratories in the State of
Punjab.

On the next date of hearing, 1.e.16.8.2019, it had been stated by
learned State counsel that the report from the Forensic Science Laboratory
had just been received, with it however to be submitted to the competent
Court. The petitioner was ordered to be admitted to 'interim bail'.

Thereafter, the turn of the case not having come up till 4.00 pm

on two dates, it was adjourned to 25.11.2019, on which date counsel for the
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petitioner was not present, with the interim order however continued in his
favour. The matter was therefore directed to be listed today, to be shown in
the urgent motion list.

Today, learned State counsel, on instructions from ASI Ajaib
Singh, submits that the quantity of contraband stated to have been recovered
from the petitioner (as per the case of the investigating agency), was 275
grams of Tramadol Hydrocloride, with the commercial quantity 'starting
from above 250 grams'.

He further submits that are 6 other criminal cases registered
against the petitioner.

That being so, without making any comment on the actual
merits of the case, for or against the petitioner, I see no reason to entertain
this petition any longer, which is consequently dismissed, with the interim

order vacated.

4.12.2019 (AMOL RATTAN SINGH)
pk JUDGE
Whether speaking/reasoned Yes/No

Whether Reportable Yes/No
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