j I TEM NO. 55 Court No. 12 SECTION |1 B
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).1598/2011

(From the judgenent and order(s) in 10/02/2011 in BA No. 874/ 201 of
The H GH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM

JOSE THOWVAS Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF KERALA Respondent ( s)
(Wth appln(s) for stay and anticipatory bail and office report)
Date: 31/10/2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON BLE DR JUSTI CE B. S. CHAUHAN
HON BLE MR JUSTICE T.S. THAKUR

For Petitioner(s) M. Satya Mtra, Adv.
M. Romy Chacko, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
M. Jogy Scari a, Adv.
M. Pradeep Kr. Kar, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER
Leave granted.
The appeal is al | owed in terns of t he si gned
or der.
( DEEPAK MANSUKHANI ) (MS. NEGQ)
Court Master Court Master

(The signed order is placed on the file)
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO. 1987 OF 2011
(Arising out of SLP(Crl.) No. 1598 of 2011)

JOSE THOWVAS Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
STATE OF KERALA Respondent ( s)

ORDER

Leave granted.

In a case registered under Section 406 and 420 r/w 34 of
IPCin Police Station, Pala, in the State of Kerala, the High
Court has refused anticipatory bail to the appellant herein.



The present appeal assails the correctness of that order

When the matter came up before us on 23rd February, 2011
we issued notice to the respondent State and granted interim

protection to the appellant in the neantine. Learned counse

for t he State has not , however, chosen to file any count er
af fidavit nor is he in a position to say whet her t he
i nvestigation has been conpleted and a chargesheet filed before

the conpetent court. He seeks tinme to take instructions in the

matter which we are not inclined to grant.

Keeping in view the facts and circunstances of the case
and the fact that the appellant has been enjoying the interim
protection against the arrest for the past eight nonths or so,
and al so keeping in view the nature of the offences alleged
agai nst the appellant, we are inclined to all ow the prayer for
anticipatory bail.

We accordingly allow this appeal, set aside the order
passed by the High Court and direct that in case the appellant
is arrested in connection with FIR NO. 1319/2010, he shall be

rel eased on bail. We further direct that the appellant shall,
at all tines, cooperate with the police and shall not tanper
with the evidence. In the event of any default in conpliance

with this direction, the State shall have the liberty to seek
cancel lation of the bail granted to the appellant by naking an
appropriate application before the H gh Court.

(T.S. THAKUR)

NEW DELH
OCTOBER 31, 2011



