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HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN
BENCH AT JAIPUR

S.B. Criminal Miscellaneous Bail Application No. 5286/2026
CNR: RJHC020324662026 | URN: CRLMB / 9464U / 2026

Jay Trivedi S/o Shri Manoj Kumar Trivedi, Aged About 30 Years,
R/o 388-B, Gali No. 4, Rati Talai, District Banswara, Rajasthan.
(Presently Confined At Central Jail, Jaipur).

----Petitioner
Versus
The Union of India (CBN), Through The Special Public Prosecutor

----Respondent

For Petitioner(s) :  Mr. Ajatshatru Mina, Adv. with
Ms. Apeksha Tiwari, Adv.
Mr. Anurag Sharma, Adv. and
Ms. Rhythm Shrimal, Adv.

For Respondent(s) :  Mr. Tej Prakash Sharma, SPP with
Mr. Vaibhav Jhankara, Adv.

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE CHANDRA PRAKASH SHRIMALI

Order
1. |Arguments Concluded On: 11/08/2026
2. |Order Reserved On: 11/08/2026
3. |Full Order/Operative Part Pronounced: Full Order
4. |Pronounced On: 18/08/2026

greft /31fgad @ iR | el afid SwMd 28g I8 SHHa
grfeT UF Sl RT 483 WRAII ANTRSG FRell Aiadl Yferd of
Ba ARBICHT R, SUYR H qol UIH A RUic G0

01 /2026 3IURTY IFdd &RT 8 /22, 29 WIUH MY TG HTYIATIT
ueref srfafeas & uwr fhar T 2
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grefl /1 ged & fag IW9Y e &1 989 & SR O Bl ©
fe welt /eifgad PRIy 2, SS9 fAear wam@r & 21 uaRer o
grefl / JMAGdT & ool I YISl IRTAG A8l B3Il &, -1 Bl I Faferd
gid urad fear g1 unelf /iffigad @ W @ aRT 67 TA.SLULUW.
sffm # R T 9l & MR W ARYAR far ar €1 dre
Rig g dffeqrg. 9 H AFEE STEdd ATed §RT i
o & TR gRT 67 YASLUILGH. I H & dsa f&ar T 939+
Aled | UTgd gl § 3R ¥RT 37 YA SIULTH. S aH & uraemEi &l
HORAT W AN 8l fhar <1 =anfde, difd Arqd uardl &l 3
Peoll Urdl /A Yed &1 AST RBT & | Ul S 89X H UTW BT o,
Stafp ureli /Jiffgdd 30 'R WR oT| Ig§ W TEl § fb urid

grefT / g @l fSeilar 8T o a1 S| A/arar ofr | fageh s

TR OGN § Wi ¥ I Ul ¥ 0480 U LSD wifcd 9 4.110

U RATFATA YIAT AT | IRTAGYIET HATFITA g HATAT DI Aol H

AT B 3R S LSD Wi 831 &, IH®! dof- ddel AIGdh Uared &l 2

IT BT (A} UUR) Afed 8, I8 W 98 81 LSD okl uaret ¥,

T BITST IR STAdY Add fhar SIrdl %l UHROT H Sled HATGdh uaref

LSD &1 R Xf2q fha+ U™ A1 & iR Siad Alesd garel LSD & 3
T, g9 oIy 9T STia & forg fafdr fasim uaereimer WS rar o |
fafr s vanTemen A oot RUE # w1 ®er § 5 Saa Aes
ueref LSD & a1 781, 9 fuiRer 9 98 &R |@ad | i Refa #
g0l BT aerd, s A faem ganmmer, 95 faeell 1 okl
Tg WSl AT &, offbd IR—9IR U5 SRl B S & 9
S fafy s uarremen & RAd 721 o & 2| uneft /sifagad
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fadi 07.02.2026 | ARET H Tl BT =7, AMRAT Bl AP 4
=R AfARET H TEAT IFD IRAII AU & s 21 b dsd
AT B IATBR BT Iecta= BRI | Urefi /ffAgad 30 a9 aIRD
g, S9PT faare fAAid 10.02.2026 HF T FIM AT TAT IHABT HIH!

ATHE 9Tl 9 31 V8T 7| 39 UbR W fedAid 05.02.2026 I AT

IS 3T, oifdhd a8 urdel urell /Sifigad & M | F81 8T, a’+
e AEIT & TH W ST AT | A UTHS UrefT /WG AT uT S
fbam o | gdel fdQel S =R, YR d uTw BT AT| Uddd WX
Jifhd AESA ddR A I Hag B MR R Ul /sifiged &l
ARgaR fear ar g1 et /sifagaa @ favg R MRy & Hdy
H Plg Wad 9 FHAAT AMElT AT BRI gRT 8l ST 147 ¢ |
IIT UTHSA B Aol O & Ader H ureft /sifagad 7 w18 e faan
81, I8 WIdd 81 | Ui/ 1figad & oORT 67 UA.SLULTH. I
# forr M 99 RGO WfuE @ e 203) @ favg 2
grefi / YT 7 STh 99 fdehisd HIaeR & ARIH A Al HITamrT
B, 8 W T8 ol uefi/afgad & fave 9@ " s Big
JMURTEG YHRoT g1 8l <81 2| ueff /ifigad & fovg ok 1=
IR Bl bl B, UHROT & (daRT H FHI T | 31l wredl / s1ferger
Pl STHEG UrRIAT U3 WIeR fGar Sk 9 SEFa ok Rer faan
ST |

greft / I gad @ fag™ If9TYd =1 31ue dol @& Jwd= | 1
fafereera urqga fba—
1. Mihir Rajesh Shah Versus State of Maharashtra & Anr.; 2025 INSC
1288.
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Dr. Rajinder Rajan Versus Union of India & Anr.; SLP(Crl.) No(s).
3326/2026; order dated 01.04.2026.

Vihaan Kumar Versus State of Haryana & Anr.; (2025) 5 SCC 799.
Prabir Purkayastha Versus State (NCT of Delhi); (2024) 8 SCC 254.
Pankaj Bansal Versus Union of India & Ors.; (2024) 7 SCC 576.
Ashish Kakkar Versus UT of Chandigarh; Criminal Appeal No.
1518/2025; order dated 25.03.2025.

Ahmed Mansoor and Others Versus State Rep. By, Assistant
Commissioner of Police and Another....; 2025 SCC Online SC 2650.
Marfing Tamang (@ Maaing Tamang Versus State (NCT of Delhi);
2025:DHC:672; Order Dated 04.02.2025

Kshitij Ghildiyal Versus Director General of GST Intelligence, Delhi.;
2024 SCC Online Del 8949.

Pranav Kuckreja Versus State (NCT of Delhi); 2024 SCC Online Del
9549.

Jhabra Ram Versus State of Rajasthan; S.B. Criminal Misc. Bail
Application No. 4778/2026; order dated 18.05.2026.

Shivam Chaurasiya Thru. His Brother Mr. Manas Chaurasiya Versus
State of U.P. Thru. Prin. Secy. Deptt. of Home Affairs Lko. and others;
Habeas Corpus Writ Petition No 47/2026; order dated 10.02.2026.
Brijesh Kothia Versus State NCT of Delhi; Bail Appln. No. 439/2026;
order dated 13.05.2026.

Yogesh Chand Aggarwal Versus CBI; 2nd Bail Application No.
164/2025; order dated 17.12.2025.

Sabu Versus State of Kerala; 2026 SCC Online Ker 3839.

Saqlain Raza Khan Versus State (NCT of Delhi); 2026 SCC Online Del
1142.

Sujit Sarkar and Ors. Vs. The State of Tripura;, MANU/TR/0006/2026.
Ariful Hoque Versus State of Assam; 2026 SCC Online Gau 1931.
Shahid Khan etc. Versus Director of Revenue Intelligence Govt. of

India Hyderabad & Anr.; 2001 SCC Online AP 1161.



[=] % [=]
=

E 1

2026:RJ-JP:32716
[2026:RJ-JP:32716] (5 of 11) [CRLMB-5286/2026]

20. Namunisha Versus State of Gujrat & Anr with other Connected
Matters; 2024 SCC Online SC 520.

21.  Bharat Chaudhary Versus Union of India; (2021) 20 SCC 50.

22. Jasbir Singh Versus Narcotics Cantrol Bureau; Bail Appln. No.
1120/2022; order dated 13.01.2023.

fag™ Ry A sifidiioiee &1 989 & 3RE d® 8 © &b
fael  06.02.2026 &I H<IF ARBICH &R, SRAPR & [TIRD

T gRI PG IU/AEFDH AYad, WA Yob, fdazl Srp =y,

SIOYR SIUTLR., UHRME. IS, SIAYR A urd ud QA6 05.02.2026 &I
AT IR FHRIATET HRA 8¢ Wi I 9ol T U 9 LSD licd el
T 20 G |l dol- 0.480 UTH 3R HATHTAT HA doid 4.110 TH
f& 06.02.2026 &I aRME By T | ORI 67 TASIULTA. A=A
& Sfaed o W e H el /ifigad | iRy WieR fhar 7
el OR GOl gdT R8d QIferd, el dex 5, A ddlly, digarsT,
RIS UTAT T | giied OR 3ifhd Algisel ek & AMER R FaRs
T Urefl / JAMYSd & HbM UR Ugdl, S8l SE Ul IJURTE FhR
fpar| umell /31fgad A Tor Browser &1 ST &R Torzon d oI
3= Mirror Platform UX 379] 3MS.Sl. §9ThY Mentoss Vendor & 3TdeT
el uqredf &7 uid Farar g 3R U+ ICICI §% | | @I
Y BT 8| UHR0T H RMEEYal LSD &1 AT arforisds A |
i 2| 1 Uit /Qifigad & fOwg MRIUA MRy &1 THRar &
ST Y@ g U8 ST WA U @RS fhar S |

fagm a9y ol AT 9 399 dof & Hda #
fafereer urqa faea—
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1. Vijay Meena Vs State of Rajasthan & Ors.; S.B. Criminal Writ Petition

No. 770/2026; Order Dated 10.04.2026

H S9Y Uell @ ddbl R OHAA fhar den uHgell 9 uRd
fafereeral @1 sraetien foHar |

JAATT UHROT & dAl & AR WiF 9 Udh UrHel U 8 R
Bl ARBICHR &RI, STAYR B T Ao U I/ I U
BT WIABY @, dT IAH 20 wicd IRl 50 &id el 9 g1 g4
3R Th Bedb Tl PR T Bl SHER U Tob 3 uresi o™

difes Jell H T 831l | dwwid ARDICHT &RI, STAYR & TaRS T

J 3mH S RUES A LSD (Lysergic Acid Diethylamide) <dic & AR W

IR | 90 LSD & 20 ilcd @ Udl Pl Foldgl=Td axid d doid
BT UR 0.480 UTH UM AT AR N Bodb ANl X [T & GMGER

ugrel HITHTA BIFT UTT T, RTI®T g9t 7T dIREMET 4.110 UTH

EFT T AT| Sad Ui WX TSI T gl AT 74T, SRED

IR W Bl ARBICHRT &R BT FIRS <ol qiwarsT 741 iR
g OR 3ifhd HAlMgel daR @ JMER R Urefl /g & =R W
Ugd, Al BR W PIs ¥l Ay ax] /e A8l g | well /ifigaa &
gRT 67 UASLUIGH. IMRAFEHA &H T & JAER W Hard
IRPICHFT RN 4 I8 U & Aqe  uared uril/sifbagad |

ICICI 9 4 FTdF $Rdb B F HIERl & | JIgHdE & AR I8
deg I A AT © fh &A% 05.02.2026 UH AR Ul 9T g1l
ofT, T R Uraishdl & ®U H oI Fadl &1 qrar fowg Idl & sWerR
| UHROT H YITd URTST UR Sl AldTsol A6% Ui T, 98 Hldisol
der weft /eifigad @ fUdr w9 AR O & AW W) g urn
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T U R W g gedr W 7 P ure oR s fard @
ATH OTT T, 98 Uil / Sifagad T A AEl o iR S URd R
Jifd  #HeTger AeR W1 uEfi/efigad w1 g or| I=fu
greft /Mg & fUam 9 (U< 9RT 180 dL.UA.NH.UH. & 999 H I8
HaT fhar g &b I AEd ddR BT IWART IAGT A
grefT / YR HAT AT, offchT 39 el &1 fIeaa=aar &7 S1aeRor
faRer & SRME & W< B AhdT © | JsA IEd BgH AM B
SUART el /Sfgad gRT fhar SIrar o a1 q8l, I8 9l | &
favgasg 2| <81 9% MDMA &1 Ued 2, dl SRHaal MDMA &1

ATST 4.110 U™ U= WA B, S g AT ARl T 2 a%gd: LSD
<ifed # LSD &1 A doid 0.480 U = IT Asl T IfT & dI I8
qiioTfsaes |1 | Sff¥e & U1 AEl, I8 I FEl BT T | Hitesh
Hemant Malhotra Vs. State of Maharashtra; 2020 Supreme (Bom) 1030
fafeey & A9 9 ST <IrTerd 9 LSD Uud @ 23 UOH, doid
04128 AU &1 @IS A=T 04 UMW W HH IAET €S9

JHRoT H LSD &dic &1 Hd A&l 20 9 Fol Il 0480 UTH BT

AT AT & | &I doid H sdicd (UuR) BT g fhd=T o 9 Aedh
ggrel ®1 goi fhd=m o, I8 W< FEl g ©| LSD & Al g
BTG BT ATAT DI GAH—YASH 3ifdhd a1 fhar 771 B | IH0T § ST
Ared Uaref LSD © AT Al doH S9! AT fha+l 8 39 dddg #
UHRO] H Sd AGd uard SE @ oy AMa @l UARTRITer H WS
AT ofT, TS A B Heg H g dfhd fhar AT 7 fhi—

"Presence of Lysergic acid diethytamide (LSD) could not

be ascertained in the sample...."
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Al Rerfa # Mg (Fgucen) &1 YARRINET H U0l H Sl
ATed garel LSD M1 AfafaiRa w8 g3 2| Ul H S<d A1Sh
geref LSD § A1 7@l R e € ar fhadr Am=r H o2, gHd0
iR w @& forg T @B s (Y fage wareren, |8
faeell wo | fag@ faarRe <aared gR1T Aqerdh, o<y fafg
IS UARTRITAT &1 UfSd U= hHidh 1433 [QA1dh 06.06.2026, Bl
IRGICHT PRI RT 8, o< Ao PR ANTeTar, g
faeell &1 UG U= HHle 599 faidh 06.06.2026 AT FTHL

PRI, BT FaR® Ud JIRLAAT UhIs, SR gRT Uivd o
HHID 848 TaAId 24.07.2026 T 892 f&IdH 03.08.2026 & dTAS[E 3!
de feers, o= fAafyy fasm= garmemer grT wrs Rurde ufta =81
B RN 2 U Refd ¥ 39 wWN R Ig W T8 8iar © fdb s
UhRUT H S ATad Uarf LSD © AT 81 IR JfT g ar IH@I fdasi

q3T 2 |

- §9 g AT gRT uTRd faf 9= Hitesh Hemant
Malhotra Vs. State of Maharashtra (m_cﬁ) & U7 A= 8, 9 T 11
DI T IgRd fbar S =graf=a grm —

"8. I have perused the First Information Report, Recovery
Panchanamas and Chemical Analysers report. At the’ outset, it
may be stated that the most common form of LSD is drop of LSD
solution dried onto piece of paper or gelatin sheet, pieces of
blotting  papers  which  releases the drop  when
swalloed/consumed. In this case, drug was found in the form of
drops dried onto 23 pieces of papers. Thus, process of drying
LSD solution on a piece of paper, merely facilitates consumption

of drug. This process neither changes the substance of the drug
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or its chemical composition. It is argued by the State, that since
dried LSD drops of LSD solution, cannot be segregated or
separated from the papers, it amounts to a ‘mixture’ and
therefore the weight of the paper is to be counted with ‘LSD dots’
for determining the quantity of drug which was more than 0.1
gram. The learned APP relies on Entry-239 of the Table and
Footnote-(4) appended thereto of the NDPS Act. Entry No.239

and Footnote-(4) reads as under :

239. Any mixture or preparation that of with or without a
neutral material, of any of the above drugs. Lesser of the
Small quantity between the quantities given against the
respective narcotic drugs or psychotropic substances

mentioned above forming part of the mixture.

Lesser of the Commercial quantity between the quantities
given against the respective narcotic drugs or
psychotropic substances mentioned above forming part of

1

the mixture.’

“4. The quantities shown in column 5 and column 6 of the
Table relating to the respective drugs shown in column 2
shall apply to the entire mixture or any solution or any one
or more narcotic drugs or psychotropic substances of that
particular drug in dosage form or isomers, esters, ethers
and salts of these drugs, including salts of esters, ethers
and isomers, wherever existence of such substance is

possible and not just its pure drug content.”

9. In my view, though after swallowing piece of paper, which
causes release of drug but since that paper only carries drug and
facilitates its consumption, the paper with LSD drops, as a

’

whole, is neither “preparation”, within the meaning of Section
2(xx), nor a mixture within *“ "’ the meaning of the NDPS Act. So

far as the judgment of the Hon’ble Apex Court in the case of
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Hira Singh (supra) is concerned, issue therein was, whether
mixture of narcotic drug or psychotropic substances with one or
more neutral substances, quantity of neutral substances can be
excluded while determining the small or commercial quantity of
narcotic drug and psychotropic substances. However herein, the
papers containing dried LSD drops of LSD solution, not being a
mixture, and the paper being not a neutral substance, judgment

of the Apex Court, has no application to the facts of this case."”

"11. Thus, in consideration of the facts of the case, the
findings of the learned Judge that weight of the paper containing
dried LSD drops of LSD solution is required to be accounted
while determining its quantity;, whether small or otherwise is
incorrect. In this case, the Chemical Analyser’s report, shows
quantity of LSD drops solution was 0.4128 milligrams, which
was below 0.1 gm of commercial quantity. Therefore, rigors of
Section 37 of the NDPS Act, are not applicable to the facts of

this case.”

39 USRUT H ST HATHITAT BT AT g AT & dAqT STyl
3 Ared garf LSD © a1 81 iR Ife & dr I¥H LSD &I =
fa & @R IR @ A fha & I8 W T8 ¢ | Oy fem
TARTITSAT, S (Tad) o 39 A4y # g iffagiRa =2t fear g
fb weproT § Sfed AGd Uar) LSD ' AT TEl | SHHI O™ b (oY
T dar fY s warmmenr § wonr T g 59a ddg |
IR—IR THER fHY M & dEsg W 25 HIE Idd 8 9M @
geTd |l iy RUIS urad 81 88 & | urefl /1fgaey & 07.02.2026
H IMWREAT H TSl BT B, 9D [9%g IRY UF UK 8 Bl T,
fa=amRor # J\g e |
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3T: YHROT & i, uRRefl, ugd denl ar urell / Jffeger
BT ARET AT b1 FREITT W U YRV & [Ui—<alyi qR fewofy
fy faar ol /ifvgad &1 SFa &1 o fear s e wela
gl © |

gRoma: ureff /ifigaa o Bt g3 "M gaR Badt 9
AR W Ud I8 M WAl uF WIeR B Sar § iR eew
foar Smar g & afe gl g9 9w § fagm faare <rarea «
Hamye, S99 e d aa [l R wd o9 v 9 dad fhar
ST, SuRefd 8g Udh o ®Ud &1 AfKTd 993 d Gard—U=s
TOIR ®™W & &I Yg¢ Ud (aeaa@=ig Ul ugd & JAaT SHDHT
fBdl 37 USRI H JAELISAT 7 Bl Al IH BENHTA YBROT H STHT
R Rer wR f&ar o |

A STadd ATad §RT SMWP (Criminal) No. 04/2021 In Re

Policy Strategy for Grant of Bail & SLP (Cri.) No. 529/2021 H urlRa efaer
T 31.01.2023 &1 gret=m # Uil /g &1 iad dRA TG 39
ST Bl Ui FfSd BREJE Bl SIRY gH U &1 S |

(CHANDRA PRAKASH SHRIMALI),J]

MANISH SAINI/Res.



