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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-15918-2022
Date of Decision: 12™ May, 2022

Tarun Arora @ Tannu Arora Petitioner

Versus
State of Punjab Respondent
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AVNEESH JHINGAN

Present: Mr. Surender, Advocate for
Mr. B.S. Bhalla, Advocate for the petitioner.

Mr. Sandeep Sharma, DAG, Punjab.
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AVNEESH JHINGAN, J (Oral):

This petition was filed for grant of anticipatory bail in case of
FIR No. 155 dated 2.9.2021 under Sections 22-C, 29 of the Narcotic Drugs
and Psychotropic Substances Act, 1985( for short 'the Act').

As per the case set up, on 2.9.2021, Santokh Singh and Tanu
Sharma@ Tarun were apprehended by the Police and recovery of 53100
tablets having salt of Tramadol were made. During the investigation, the
co-accused suffered a disclosure statement that the recovered intoxicants
were procured from Tarun Arora @ Tannu Arora (petitioner) and further
that he had kept some intoxicating tablets with him. Thereafter, the
petitioner was nominated and Section 29 of the Act was added in DDR No.
20 dated 30.12.2021.

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the petitioner
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was not apprehended from the spot and he was named in the disclosure
statement, he is not involved in any other case under the Act.

Learned State Counsel opposes the prayer for grant of bail and
submits that a deeper probe is required to know the supply chain of the
intoxicants. He further submits that heavy recovery was made from the co-
accused.

The observation made hereinabove are only for the purpose of
deciding anticipatory bail and shall not be construed as an expression of
opinion on the merits of the case.

The recovery from the co-accused was of 53100 tablets of
Tramadol. The veracity and evidentiary value of the disclosure statement
would be a subject matter of the trial. The case set up is not only that
recovered contra band were supplied by the petitioner but he had kept rest
of the intoxicants tablets with him. To unearth the modus operandi a
deeper probe is required which would not be possible if petitioner is
granted protection of pre-arrest bail. No case is made out for grant of
anticipatory bail.

Petition is dismissed.

[AVNEESH JHINGAN]
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12™ May, 2022
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