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 Learned senior counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioner 

submits as follows.  The alleged incident took place on 07.09.2009.  

The petitioner was not the main accused in this case and was 

implicated only on the basis of the statement of a co-accused.  

However, a revisional application praying for quashing of the 

proceeding filed by the petitioner in 2011 being CRR 3655 of 2011 

was dismissed on 07.11.2024. 

 Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the DRI submits as 

follows. 997 kgs. of ganja (net) was recovered from co-accused.  

Besides the statement of co-accused, there is SDR and CDR analysis 

of call records which shows that the petitioner and the co-accused 

were in touch at the relevant point.  The petitioner did not cooperate 

with investigation.  He did not respond to summons.  Now, warrants 

have been issued and are pending against the petitioner.  He relies on 
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an order passed by the Hon’ble Apex Court on 24.08.2021 in SLP 

Criminal No. 526 of 2021. 

 Considering the incriminating materials available against the 

present petitioner and in view of the restrictions contained in Section 

37 of the NDPS Act, I am not inclined to grant anticipatory bail to the 

petitioner. 

 Accordingly, the application for anticipatory bail is rejected.  

 

(Jay Sengupta, J.) 


