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SOVASUNDARAM @ SOMU Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS
STATE REP. BY DY. COW OF POLI CE Respondent (s)

(Wth appln(s) for bail and office report)

Dat e: 20/ 04/2012 Thi s Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : HON BLE MRS. JUSTI CE GYAN SUDHA M SRA

(I N CHAMBERS)
For Appellant(s) M. Sent hil Jagadeesan, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. B.Balaji, Adv.

M. R Rakesh Sharnma, Adv.
M. Avijit Bhushan, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

This is an application seeking an Order to rel ease the
appel lant on bail since it has been stated that he has al ready
under gone a period of 10 years, out of sent ence of
I mpri sonnent, which has been inposed on hi munder Section 302 of
the Indian Penal Code.

However, it is difficult to conprehend for me as a Chanber
Judge to consider which are the cases wherein bail application
shoul d be consi dered by the Chanber Judge and which are the other
cases wherein the bail application should be considered by the
Regul ar Bench, as in ny experience, | have noticed that bai

applications are regularly listed before the Regular Bench in
matters where the appeal is pending.

This is one of the usual cases, wherein the appellant has
been convicted under Section 302 of |IPC and sentenced to undergo
Life Inprisonment.

Whet her he should be granted bail, since he has already
undergone a period of 10 years of sentence, in ny view, is fit
to be considered by the Regul ar Bench, and not by the Chanber

Judge.

Life



Hence, the application be listed along with the appeal

before the Regul ar Bench for consideration.

(Jayant Kunmar Arora) (I'ndu Satija)
Sr. P.A Court Master



