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Bibek Chaudhuri, J.

 This is an application for a direction upon the trial Court

for expeditious disposal of NDPS Case No.101 of 2019 equivalent

to Sessions Trial No.08 (01) of 2022 under Section 20(b)(ii)(c) /



29  of  Narcotic  Drugs  and  Psychotropic  Substances  Act,  1985

pending before the learned Additional Sessions Judge, 4th Court-

cum-Special  Court  under  the  NDPS  Act  at  Alipore.   It  is

submitted  on  behalf  of  the  petitioner  that  the  petitioner  was

arrested on 27th November, 2019 on the allegation that he was

in possession of narcotic substances above commercial quantity.

The police submitted charge sheet in the said case on 6th March,

2020.  Thereafter, the trial of the case commenced.  Till date out

of 19 charge sheeted witnesses the trial  Court only examined

three  witnesses.   Remaining  16  witnesses  are  yet  to  be

examined.  Previously the accused filed a revisional application

on same prayer which was registered as CRR No.1560 of 2021.

A Co-ordinate Bench of this Court passed an order dated 23rd

December,  2021 directing the trial  Court  to  proceed with the

trial  of  the  case  and  come  to  its  logical  conclusion  within  a

reasonable period of time.  Unfortunately enough, no substantial

progress has been  made even after the above direction made

by the Co-ordinate Bench in CRR 1560 of 2021. As 16 witnesses

are left out to be examined by the trial Court, the trial Court is

specifically directed to examine the remaining witnesses within

six months from the date of communication of this order and
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come  to  a  logical  conclusion  of  this  case  within  one  month

thereafter.   It  is  made  clear  that  the  above  direction  is

peremptory and if the learned trial Court fails to comply with the

said order, it will be open for the petitioner to take necessary

steps in accordance with law.  

With the above direction, the instant revision is disposed

of. 

The petitioner is at liberty to act on the server copy of this

order. 

                    (Bibek Chaudhuri, J.)
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