$*1 TEM NO 58 COURT NO. 4 SECTI ON 1|

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).807/2006

(From the judgenent and order dated 05/01/2006 in A No. 36/2006 of The H GH COURT OF

JUDI CATURE AT ALLAHABAD)

SURESH NARAYAN DWEVEDI Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

RAMII & ANR Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for stay and office report )

Date: 25/09/2006 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ASHCK BHAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE MARKANDEY KATJU
For Petitioner(s) M . Gaurav Agrawal , Adv.

For Respondent (s)

For R-1 M. Manoj Prasad , Adv

For R-2 Reena Si ngh, Adv.

Ankur Mttal, Adv..

Ms.
M
M. Javed Mahnood Rao, Adv.
M. S.A Rao, Adv.

M

Musharraf Chawdhry, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng



ORDER

Leave granted.

Appeal stands allowed in ternms of the signed order

(J.S. Rawat) ( Kanwal
Si ngh)
AR- cum PS Court M
aster
[ Signed order is placed on the file].
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI' M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
CRI M NAL APPEAL NO 997 OF 2006
[Arising out of SLP(Crl.) Nos. 807 of 2006]
Sur esh Narayan Dwevedi Appel I ant (s)
Ver sus
Ranji & Anr. Respondent ( s)
ORDER

Leave granted.

The i nformant/conpl ainant is the appellant. The accused and the

State are the first and the second respondent herein respectively.

It is stated that the first respondent was an accused in an of fence of

murder commtted in 1991 in which he was convicted under Section 302

I PC and sentenced to life inprisonnent on 19th Decenber, 1994 in Crinme

No. 227/91. He preferred an appeal thereagainst before the H gh Court of

Judi cature at All ahabad and was rel eased on bail during the pendency of the



appeal. Wile on bail in that case, on 9th June, 2004, he committed nurder

of the witness who had deposed agai nst him The trial court convicted him

under Secti on 302 read w th Secti on 34 | PC and sent enced to life

i mpri sonnent again.

Aggri eved agai nst the order of convi ction and sent ence, he

preferred appeal in t he Hi gh Court of Judi cature at Al | ahabad. On 5th

January, 2006, the High Court while adnmitting the appeal, granted bail to

t he accused-appel |l ant before it.

Agai nst the order granting bai | to the accused-respondent, t he

i nformant - appel | ant has noved this Court seeking cancellation of the liberty

granted to the first respondent.

We have heard counsel appearing for the appellant, the accused

first respondent and for the State of U P

W agree with the submi ssi on advanced by the | earned counse

appearing for the appellant that the Hi gh Court has not recorded any cogent

and acceptable reason for grant of bail to the accused-appellant before it,

especially when the accused is alleged to have comritted murder during the

period of his bail in an earlier case. The Hi gh Court except recording that

"It is alleged that appellant RamJi fired at the victimbut mssed the aim

and the shot fired by himdid not hit the victin, which was disbelieved by

the trial court, has not given any cogent reasons for granting bail to the

accused-first respondent.

In the absence of any good reasons, in our opinion, no case for



grant of bail in the instant case was nade out. Hence, the inpugned order

of t he Hi gh Court granting bai | to t he accused- r espondent cannot be

sustai ned. Accordingly, the inpugned order is set aside.

Needl ess to nmention, nothing stated herein above shall be treated

to be an expression on nmerits of the case pending before the H gh Court and

the H gh Court shall deal with the matter, in accordance with |law, w thout

being i nfluenced by any of the observations nmade in this order of ours.

The appeal stands all owed accordingly.

( ASHOK BHAN)

New Del Wi e J.
Sept enber 25, 2006. ( MARKANDEY KATJU)



