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Dumra pS case 285/1%S

Seard Sri Sunil Kumir, learned lawyer for accgsed/
petitioner Visnhwanath Sah, who is in custody in this case
v/s 8/20(n) (i1) (A) NDPS Act, and learned Spl.PP for
the Stste,

1t is arged by learned defence counsel that no case
is mace oot under section 8/20(b)@11)(A) NDPS Act agaimst
the petitioner. The petitioner has been falsely implicatead
in this case, Nothing has been recovered from the posSsession
of tre petitioner, The petitioner has been in custody Since
25-7-19,

It is submitted by learned Spl;PP that the petitioner
nss been apprehended by the police and 500 gms. of gdnja
has been recovered from beneath the bed pf the petitioner
over which the petitioner was sleeping. Complicity of the
petitioner is stated in the case djary,

The FIR disclpses, inter-alia, that informant/ASI Ramanuj
Yadav submitted his written report that on secret information
the informant alongwith police force rajded the house of
the petitioner and found him sleeping on & bed, On search
from beneath the bed of the petitioner 500 gms of ganja kept
in a polythene was recovered, seized and sejizure list was
prepared,

Peruysed the case diary, Statement of witnesses has
been recprded in para 10,11,12,13 of the case diary. Para 2
contains the seizure list,

Having regard to the facts and circumstances of the
case it appearsS to meé that this is a case U/S 8/20fb) (ii) (A)
NDpS act, 500 gm8. of ganja@ has been recovered from the
possession pf the petitioner. The guantity of ganja Spo reco-
-vered come€sS within the ;urview pf small quantity. So, ke€eping
in view the incé@rceration of the petitioner and the above
facts ana circumstances, the petitioner,named above, is
directed to be released on bail on furnishing bail bond of
RS ,10000/~ Wwith two sureties of the like amount eaCh;,, 3.5
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