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SLP(Crl.)No. 1538 OF 2004

| TEM No. 8 Court No. 2 SECTION I | A
AN MATTER
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD COF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.) No. 1538/2004

(From the judgenent and order dated 09/03/2004 in CRLM 2036/ 03
of The HI GH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDI GARH)

SANGRAM SI NGH & ANR Petitioner (s)
VERSUS
STATE OF HARYANA & ANR Respondent (s)

Crl.MP. No. 208/05 (Appln. for deletion of petitioner No.2 fromthe array of parties)
( Wth Appln(s). for stay and Ofice Report )

Date : 07/01/2005 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE N. SANTCSH HEGDE
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE S.B. SI NHA

For Petitioner (s)M. Sidharth Luthra, Adv.
M. Dheeraj Nair, Adv.
Ms. Smiriti Sinha, Adv.
Ms. I ndu Mal hotra, Adv.

For Respondent (s)M. D.P. Singh, Adv.
Ms. Avneet Toor, Adv.
M Vi nay Kumar Garg, Adv.

For R-2: M. Harsh Kinra, Adv.
M. Rajesh K Sharna, Adv.
Ms. Shal u Shar ma, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Leave granted. The appeal is allowed in terns of the signed order.
(Ganga Thakur) (Prem Prakash)
PS to Registrar Court Master

Signed order is placed on the file.

IN THE SUPREME COURT COF | NDI A

CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
Crimnal Appeal (Crl.) NO 29 OF 2005
(Arising out of SLP(Crl.) No.1538/04



Sangram Si ngh & Anr. ....Appellant (s)

Ver sus

State of Haryana & Anr. ... Respondent (s)
ORDER

Learned counsel for the petitioner subnmits that so far as the 2nd petitioner in this petition
i s concerned he has since been discharged, therefore, he seeks permission to withdraw this pet
ition. Permssion prayed for is granted. The SLP as against the 2nd petitioner is disposed of
as havi ng been wi t hdrawn.

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

Leave granted.

In the facts and circunstances of this case, we think the H gh Court is not justified in cance
Iling the anticipatory bail granted to the appellant. Therefore, we set aside the inpugned ord
er and allow this appeal and restore the anticipatory bail granted to the 1st appellant earlie
r. However, we direct the appellants not to interfere with the

i nvestigation, contact witness or in any manner threaten or intimdate them

Wth the above observation, this appeal succeeds and the sanme is all owed.

.................... J.
(N. SANTOSH HEGDE)
.................... J.
(S.B. SINHA)

NEW DELHI ,

January 7, 2005



