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              S U P R E M E        C O U R T   O F    I N D I A
                                RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).3164/2012

(From the judgement and order dated 09/04/2012 in ABA No.482/2011,
of The HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT N. DELHI)

SNEH DEWAN                                                      Petitioner(s)
                   VERSUS

GOVT.OF NCT OF DELHI                                            Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for stay of arrest)

WITH SLP(Crl) NO.3224 of 2012
(With application for stay of arrest and office report)

Date: 03/05/2012       These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE DEEPAK VERMA
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE K.S. RADHAKRISHNAN

For Petitioner(s)       Mr. Saurabh Kansal, Adv.
                        Mr. Deepak Goel, Adv.

For Respondent(s)

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

             Learned    counsel    Mr.    Saurabh    Kansal     appeared     for
     Petitioner in both these matters and none appeared for
     Respondent, despite second call.
             Petitioner    is     being    charged     and    prosecuted     for
     commission of an alleged offences under Sections 420, 468,
     471, 34 of the Indian Penal Code (for short ’IPC’) read
     with Section 120B IPC.
             The petitioner and her husband Ved Prakash Dewan had
     applied for grant of anticipatory bail before the learned
     Single Judge of the High Court of Delhi at New Delhi.
     Learned     Single    Judge    has    dismissed    the     same   for   the
     reasons recorded by him in the impugned order.
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      Learned counsel for Petitioner submitted that her name
does not find place in the First Information Report (for
short ’FIR’) and in any case, both the Petitioners in
these      matters    have     fully    co-operated     with      the
investigation and had appeared before the police as and
when they were directed to do so.
      Learned counsel for Petitioner further contended that
Petitioner and her husband Ved Prakash Dewan are not going
to cause any impediment in further investigation by the
police. They are said to be permanent residents of Delhi.
      Looking to the facts and features of the case, we deem
it   fit   and   proper   to   grant   anticipatory   bail   to   the
Petitioner-Sneh Dewan and her husband Ved Prakash Dewan,
on their furnishing bail bond for a sum of Rs.25,000/-
with two sureties each of the like amount each to the
satisfaction of the Arresting Officer.
      This anticipatory bail      shall be in force for a period
of four weeks from today and thereafter, the Petitioner
and her husband Ved Prakash Dewan would be at liberty to
apply for regular bail.
      With the aforesaid directions, these Petitions stand



disposed of.

        (Sanjay Kumar-II)                      (S.S.R. Krishna)
          Court Master                          Court Master


