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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.) No. 1793/2001

(From the judgenent and order dated 23/04/2001 in CRLM 736/01

of The H GH COURT OF DELH AT N. DELH)

SANG TA JAIN Petitioner (s)

VERSUS

STATE, THROUGH CRI ME BRANCH, DELHI Respondent (s)
( Wth Appln(s). for exenption fromfiling c/c of the inpugned
Judgment anticipatory bail ) ( Wth Ofice Report )

Date : 21/09/2001 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE D. P. MOHAPATRA
HON BLE MR. JUSTI CE SH VARAJ V. PATIL
For Petitioner (s) M. Dhruv Mehta, adv.
Ms. Shobha, adv.
Ms. Anu Meht a, adv. f or
Ms K L. Mehta & Co., Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. Avatar Singh Rawat, adv. for
M. D.S. Mhra, adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
........ [ O O BN
SP3
The special |eave petition is disposed of.
. SP1
(Suman Wadhwa) (Radha Rani Bhati a)
Court Master Court Master
Signed order is placed on the file.
. PA

I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
SPECI AL LEAVE PETI TION (CRL.)NO. 1793 CF 2001

Sangita Jain & Petitioner

Vs.



State, Through Crinme Branch, Del hi & Respondent

Or der

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

The petitioner who is an accused in the case relating to FIR
No. 883/ 2000 of Mal viya Nagar Police Station, New Del hi under
sections 468/420/470/471/34 1PC has filed this Special Leave Petition
assailing the order of the H gh Court of Del hi dated 23.4.2001
rejecting her prayer for anticipatory bail.

At the comrencenent of hearing of the case | earned counse
for the respondent subnitted that in the meantine charge-sheet has
been filed in the case and therefore, the prayer of the petitioner for
anticipatory bail does not arise for consideration.
In reply to the above contention on behalf of the respondent,
| earned counsel for the petitioner while accepting the filing of the
charge-sheet, subnitted that an endorsenent has been nade in the
charge-sheet that Sangita Jain, the petitioner herein and Grish Jain
are absconding and they are yet to be arrested and that after
scrutiny of remaining bank accounts of original shares hol ders under
i nvestigation a supplenentary charge-sheet may be filed. |In view of
the endorsenent in the charge-sheet, |earned counsel for the
petitioner submitted that the apprehension of arrest of the petitioner
still continues.

Learned counsel appearing for the respondent is not in a
position to refute the aforenentioned facts stated by the | earned
counsel for the petitioner. He fairly stated that verification of certain
cheques has been nade and a suppl enentary charge-sheet is likely
to be filed in the case within a short tine.

Considering the fact situation of the case noted above we direct
that the interimorder passed by us on 11.5.2001 granting anticipatory
bail to the petitioner, in the case relating to FI R No.883/2000
regi stered at Malviya Nagar Police Station, New Del hi, subject to
certain conditions, will continue till filing of the supplenentary
charge-sheet or for a period of two nonths whichever is earlier. The
Speci al Leave Petition is disposed of on above terns.

& & & & & & & & .. J.
(D. P. Mohapatr a)

& & & & & & & & .. J.
(Shivaraj V. Patil)

New Del hi
Sept enber 21, 2001



