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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA' " document
AT CHANDIGARH

Sr. No.105 CRM-M-51858-2019
DECIDED ON: December 06, 2019

AVTAR SINGH @ JAGGI
.PETITIONER
VERSUS
STATE OF HARYANA

..RESPONDENT

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SUDHIR MITTAL

Present: Mr. Varinder Singh Rana, Advocate,
for the petitioner.
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SUDHIR MITTAL, J. (ORAL)

The petitioner seeks anticipatory bail in FIR No0.93, dated
17.09.2019 registered at Police Station Rori, District Sirsa, under Section 21
of NDPS Act, 1985.
2. The petitioner has been named as an accused on the disclosure
statement of co-accused Biru Ram s/o Bhura Ram. He had stated that the
heroin found in his possession had been purchased from the petitioner.
3. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the petitioner
has been falsely implicated. The main accused Biru Ram s/o Bhura Ram
has been granted bail by the trial Court. Regarding other two cases pending
against the petitioner, in one he has undergone the sentence and in other he
is on bail. Thus, the petitioner be granted anticipatory bail.
4. The petitioner is alleged to be the supplier of heroin.

Distribution of hard drugsis a very serious matter and needs to be
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thoroughly investigated. Just because the petitioner has already undergone
his sentence in another case under the NDPS Act, 1985 and is on bail in one
other case, it cannot be said that he deserves the concession of anticipatory
bail in this case. In fact, these circumstances would go against him as

despite having been convicted once, the petitioner has not reformed himself.

5. The petition is without any merit and is accordingly dismissed.
December 06, 2019 (SUDHIR MITTAL)
Ankur JUDGE
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