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the petitioner as to what the material change in circumstances which would 

prayer for regular bail, to which, he submitted  
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that trial had not yet started and it had been rather proceeding at a very slow 

pace; the petitioner had been falsely implicated in the present case which 

was evident from the fact that he has no previous criminal antecedents. In 

support of his contention qua the inordinate delay in the conclusion of the 

trial, learned counsel invited the attention of this Court to the zimni orders 

of the trial Court, annexed as Annexure P-9. 

3.  Per contra, learned State counsel, while vehemently opposing 

the prayer and submissions made by the counsel opposite, has contended 

that it was not a case of false implication, as had been argued by the 

counsel for the petitioner. The recovery of 22 injection of Buprenorphine, 

weighing 40 grams, was effected from the petitioner and that too, after due 

compliance of all the mandatory provisions under the NDPS Act. 

Furthermore the recovered contraband was multiple times more than the 

minimum classified as ‘commercial’ under the NDPS Act. Learned State 

counsel, while relying upon the zimni orders placed on record by the 

counsel for the petitioner, has further submitted that a perusal of the same 

clearly indicate that on at least three dates, even though the prosecution 

witnesses were present before the trial Court, the case was adjourned on the 

request of none other than the counsel for the defence. Hence, if there had 

been some delay in the conclusion of the trial, the defence too had 

contributed to the same and the prosecution could not be held solely 

responsible for the same. Learned State counsel, on further instructions, 

submitted that the next date of hearing before the trial Court is 19.04.2025 

when some of the remaining 06 prosecution witnesses would be examined  
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and since the remaining witnesses are mostly formal in nature, the trial 

would take not much time to conclude.  

4.  I have heard learned counsel for the parties and perused the 

material placed on record, including the zimni orders which have been 

placed on record by the counsel for the petitioner.  

5.  The assertion made by the counsel for the petitioner qua the 

slow progress of the trial does not hold much water, as it is evident that the 

defence counsel has taken repeated adjournments and has failed to conduct 

cross-examination of the prosecution witnesses even though they were very 

much present before the trial Court on different dates of hearing. The 

alleged recovery effected in this case is 40 grams of Buprenorphine, which 

is higher than the minimum classified as ‘commercial’ under the NDPS 

Act, i.e. 17.8 grams. 

6.  This Court, in the aforementioned facts and circumstances, 

does not deem it fit to extend the concession of bail to the petitioner. 

Present petition stands dismissed accordingly. 

7.  However, it is made clear that anything observed hereinabove 

shall not be construed to be an expression of opinion on the merits of the 

case.    
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