
òIT E M NO.3 5                     COURT NO.9                      SEC T I O N IIA

            S UP R E M E C O UR T O F I N D I A
                   R E CO R D OF P R OC E E D I N G S

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).1 1 0 7 / 2 0 0 7

(From the judgement and order dated 25 / 0 1 / 2 0 0 7 in CR LA No. 38 / 2 0 0 6 & CR L M P
No. 87/ 2 0 0 7 of The HIGH COURT OF MAD R A S)

K. B. K U M A R                                         Petitioner(s)

                     VE R S U S

STA T E OF T.NADU & AN R.                                         Respondent(s)

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

Date: 10 / 0 7 / 2 0 0 7    This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORA M :
    HON’B L E MR. JUS T I C E A.K. MATHU R
    HON’B L E MR. JUS T I C E DAL V E E R BHA N D A R I

For Petitioner(s)
                               Mr. A. Ra mes h, Adv.
                               Mr. R. Anand P ad m a n a b h a n, Adv.
                    Mr. Shashi Bhush a n Ku m a r,Adv.

For Respondent(s)
                                 Mr. M.N. Krishn a m a n i, Senior Advocate
                                 Mr. G. Siva, Adv.
                    Mr. L. K. P andey,Adv.
                    Mr. V.G. Pr aga s a m ,Adv

         UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                    O R D E R

           Leave granted.

           The appeal is disposed of in terms of the signed order.

        (Sukhbir Pa ul Kaur)                               (Vijay Dhawan)
          Court Master                      Court Master

                           (Signed Order is placed on the file)
                IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
                 CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                  CRIMINAL APPEAL NO. 852 OF 2007
                (Arising out of SLP(Crl.)No.1107 of 2007)

     K.B. KUMAR                               APPELLANT(S)

                          Versus

     STATE OF TAMIL NADU & ANR.               RESPONDENT(S)

                          ORDER



     1.     We have heard learned counsel for the parties.

     2.     Leave granted.

     3.     We have gone through the Order dated 25.1.2007 of

the learned Single Judge of the High Court granting bail with the

condition to deposit Rs.75,000/- in the Mahila Court, Magalir

Neethimandram, Chennai.       We do not think that such a

condition could be imposed at this stage by the learned Single

Judge. At the time of conclusion of the appeal it would be open

to the High Court to award whatever compensation it thinks to

be
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appropriate but at this stage it will not be proper to impose such

kind of condition. Therefore, we only delete from the impugned

order the condition of depositing Rs.75,000/- at this stage.

However, this will not be understood to mean that we are

depriving the victim of the compensation. In case at the time of

final disposal of the appeal the High Court thinks it proper to

impose that condition, it will be open to it to impose such a

condition in accordance with law.

       4.   With these observations, this appeal stands disposed

of.

                                    .................................J.
                                    (A.K.MATHUR)

                                    .................................J.
                                    (DALVEER BHANDARI)

      New Delhi,
      July 10, 2007


