XITEM NO 101 P. H COURT NO. 3 SECTION |1 A

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO. 751 OF 2005

PAWAN KUMAR Appel I ant (s)

VERSUS

STATE OF PUNJAB Respondent ( s)

(Wth office report)

Wth Crimnal Appeal No.1692 of 2005

(Wth application for bail and office report)

Date: 18/ 10/2006 These Appeals were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. AGRAWAL
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE P. P. NAOLEKAR
For Appellant(s) M. Sushil Kumar, Sr. Adv.
M. Adol f Mat hew, Adv.
M. Aditya Kumar, Adv.
M. Annol , Adv.
M. R P. Vadhwani, Adv.
M. Manohar Singh Bakshi, Adv. (A.C.)
For Respondent (s) M. Arun K. Sinha, Adv.

M. Rakesh Singh, Adv.



UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER

Call for the original Case Diaries fromthe trial court of all t
he

four Session Cases (Nos.106, 101, 102 and 103 of 2/9/98), which have be
en

di sposed of by the trial court by common judgnment dated 30th Septenber,

2002.

Pl ace t he matt er for further heari ng on recei pt
of t he Case

D ari es.

.2/ -

Havi ng heard | earned counsel appearing on behal f of appell ant-

Pawan Kumar at length, we are of the viewthat it is a fit case for grant of

bail to this appellant. Accordingly, we direct that till disposal of this appeal
t he appel | ant - Pawan Kumar shal | be enl ar ged on bai | on furni shing bai
bonds of Rs. 10, 000/ - with t wo sureties of t he Iike amount each to the

satisfaction of the trial court.

It has been stated by | earned am cus appearing on behal f of the

accused- Kamal Kant that he should be also granted bail. In our view, it is

not a fit case for grant of bail to this accused. Therefore, the prayer for bai

of accused-Kamal Kant is rejected.



[ Al ka Dudeja ] [ Om Prakash ]
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