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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.) No. 880/2001

(From the judgenent and order dated 13/02/2001 in DBCBP 3689/ 00

of The H GH COURT OF RAJASTHAN AT JODHPUR)

SHARWAN S| NGH Petitioner (s)
VERSUS

STATE OF RAJASTHAN Respondent (s)

( Wth Appln(s). for bail and exenption fromfiling O T.
and i npl eadi ng party )

Date : 18/04/2001 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
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HON BLE MR JUSTI CE K. T. THOVAS
HON BLE MR, JUSTICE R P. SETHI

B. D. Sharma, Adv.
Nar ot t am VWyas, Adv.
SN Tiwari, Adv.

For Petitioner (s)

For Respondent (s) Sushi | Kumar Jain, Adv.

For RR 2 Madhurina Tatia, Adv.

| ndra Makwana, Adv.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER
........ I e
SP2
Application for exenption fromfiling OI and
i mpl eadi ng party are all owed.
Leave granted.
Appeal disposed of.
. SP1
Hemal at ha (HK Bhati a)
Court Master
(Signed order is placed on file)
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Leave granted.

We heard |learned counsel for the appellant and
the respondent State besides |earned counsel for the
compl ai nant who got hinself inpleaded in this matter
Appellant was arrested on 5.12.2000 in connection wth
of fences, nost serious anong them being Section 368 with
the hel p of Section 120-B of the Indian Penal Code. When
it is admitted that he has been in jail during all these
mont hs, we asked the State as to any danger in rel easing
the appellant on bail or as to the necessity for keeping
himas an undertrial prisoner for any further period. W
did not get any satisfactory answer to the said query
except saying that appellant, if allowed to be released

on bail, is Ilikely to tanper with the evidence. For
saf eguar di ng agai nst such possibility sone conditions can
be i nposed and that would be sufficient in t he

ci rcunst ances
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We, therefore, order the appellant to be rel eased

on bail on his executing a bond to the satisfaction of
the Chief Judicial Magistrate, Bikaner for such an anount
as may be fixed by himwith two solvent sureties. W

direct the appellant to report to the Police Station
Bajju (Bi kaner District) on all alternate Mondays between
4.00 PPM and 6.00 P.M until further orders. He shal
not intimdate or influence the prosecution w tnesses for
the purpose of tampering wth evidence.

Appeal is disposed of accordingly.

New Del hi J
18 April, 2001 (R P. Sethi)



