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                        Date of Decision: 08.02.2023

SOMBEER

                ... Petitioner  

Versus

STATE OF HARYANA

... Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARNARESH SINGH GILL

Present: Mr. Shikhar Kataria, Advocate for 

Mr. Harsh Chopra, Advocate for the petitioner.

Ms. Tanushree Gupta, DAG Haryana.

****

HARNARESH SINGH GILL, J.(Oral)
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Per contra, while opposing the prayer for grant of  regular

bail to the petitioner, learned State counsel does not dispute the custody

period  of  the  petitioner.  She,  however,  submits  that  the  recovered

contraband falls  under the  commercial  quantity and Section  37 of the

NDPS  Act  bars  the  grant  of  bail  to  the  accused  in  the  case  of  a

commercial  quantity.  She  further  submits  that  all  the  prosecution

witnesses have already been examined and the trial is at its fag end. 

I have heard the learned counsel for the parties.

As noticed above, the recovery effected in the present case

falls under the commercial quantity and Section 37 of the NDPS Act bars

the grant  of  bail  to  the accused in the case of  a commercial  quantity.

Above all, all the prosecution witnesses have already been examined and

the  trial  is  at  its  fag  end.  Thus,  no  ground  is  made  out  to  grant  the

concession of regular bail to the petitioner.

Dismissed.

08.02.2023    (HARNARESH SINGH GILL)

Aman Jain                 JUDGE 

 Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No 

Whether reportable : Yes/No
AMAN JAIN
2023.02.09 16:52
I attest to the accuracy and
integrity of this document


