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CC.Ne.7/2014

has failed dnly in assay test. This is an offence ander D & C Act,
on ofal enquiry also it appears acoused persons do not repeat the
offence in fuiure. According to the accused he is runping & drugs
company whare 7 members are working, if he is punished with
maxirmum zmpnccnmem of 2 years available U"’tdﬂ? statue not only
dﬁp@ndﬁn s of accused bu’c also their empﬁagees their family
members would come to street, for the ‘act dong’ b‘g accused
persons others would becomes victims. OF course, on this ground
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Acsused en admfssion IS ccmmf;uteci and sentenced to

: 'léi'gﬁ S1 il ra;smg of the court and further directed fo pay
fine of Rs. 3‘5 000/- for the offence Uls.18(@) (D, plufs. 27{(d) of
D & C Act, ¥d to. tindiérgo 81.'for 8 Honthis. The bail bonds
stands cancelled. '

The g:omphinant is directed 1o dispose off the
property aﬁéf tﬁe appeal period in accérdanf:;e wft‘n Law
Accused is ready o undergo imptisonment and to pay

fine. The office is hereby directed 1o execule sentence and
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