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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).536/2006

(From the judgement and order dated 13/01/2006 in  SBCRL No. 100/2006 

 of The HIGH COURT OF RAJASTHAN AT JODHPUR)

PRAGYA CHAUHAN & ANR.                                       Petitioner(s)

                        VERSUS

STATE OF RAJASTHAN                                          Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for exemption from filing O.T.,anticipatory bail and permission to file additio
nal

documents)

Date: 10/02/2006  This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ARIJIT PASAYAT

        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE S.H. KAPADIA

For Petitioner(s)          Mr. Mukul Rohtagi, Sr.Adv.

                                        Mr. Ranjit Kumar, Sr.Adv.

                                        Mr. Ashiesh Kumar,Adv.

                                        Mr. Sassem Akhtar,Adv.

                     Mr. Ashiesh Kumar,Adv.

For Respondent(s)

           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following

                               O R D E R 



                              On the oral request of learned counsel for the petitioners, the 
complainant

                - Anuragi Choudhari is impleaded as a party-respondent.  

                              Heard learned counsel for the petitioners.

                              We are not inclined to extend the  benefits of Section 438 Cr.P.
C.  to  the

                petitioners.   It  is stated by
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                    learned   counsel   for   the   petitioners   that   petitioner   No.1   s
hall   appear   before   the

                    concerned   court   at   Jodhpur   on   28.02.2006   and   shall   move   
for   bail.     The   court

                    before whom the application is to be filed would do well, in the event of 
its filing, to

                    dispose of the matter on that very day.   A copy of our order shall be sup
plied to the

                    learned Public Prosecutor in advance so that the necessary records can be 
produced

                    at the time of consideration of application for bail.  If the bail is not 
granted by the

                    said court, it shall be open to petitioner No.1 to move the concerned Dist
rict Judge

                    for bail.  Our direction for disposal on the date of its presentation shal
l also apply so

                    far as the District Judge is concerned.  

                               So far as petitioner No.2 is concerned, it is open to the said 
party to act in

                    the same manner as petitioner No.1 except the date of appearance.  If such
 a motion

                    is made, the order passed in respect of petitioner No.1 shall also be appl
icable so far



                    as he is concerned.        

                               The special leave petition is, accordingly, disposed of.

      

                             (Neena Verma)                                               (Vija
y Aggarwal)

                        Court Master                                     Court Master

                       

 


