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RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).4892/2013
(From the judgenent and order dated 05/11/2012 in CRLA No.430/2010, dated

06/ 11/ 2012 in CRLA No.430/2010, dated 04/02/2013 in CRLA No.430/2010, of
The H GH COURT OF BOVBAY AT AURANGABAD)

HARJI TSI NGH S/ O JODHSI NGH RAJPAL Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF MAHARASHTRA Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for bail,permssion to file additional docunments and office
report ))

WTH SLP(Crl1) NO 5075 of 2013
(Wth appln. for bail and office report)

SLP(Crl) NO 5640 of 2013
(Wth appln. for bail and exem fromfiling c/c of the inpugned order and
of fice report)

SLP(Cr1) NO 7401 of 2013
(Wth appln. for bail and exem fromfiling OT. and office report)

SLP(Crl) NO 7404 of 2013
(Wth appln. for bail and exem fromfiling OT. and office report)

SLP(Cr1) NO 7394 of 2013
(Wth appln. for bail and exem fromfiling OT. and office report)

SLP(Crl) NO 7798 of 2013
(Wth appln. for bail and exem fromfiling c/c of the inpugnd order and
of fice report)

SLP(Crl) No. 6009 of 2013
(Wth appln. for bail and office report)

SLP(Crl.) No. 6120 of 2013
(Wth appln. for bail and office report)

SLP(Crl.) No. 6119 of 2013
(Wth appln. for bail and office report)

SLP(Crl.) No. 7873 of 2013
(Wth appln. for exem fromfiling c/c of the inpugned order and bail and
of fice report

SLP(Crl.) Nos. 10252-10255 of 2013
(Wth appln. for bail and office report)

SLP(Crl.) No. 1473-1475 of 2014
(Wth appln. for bail and exemfromfiling O T. and office report)

SLP(Crl.) No. 1622 of 2014
(Wth appln. for bail and exemfromfiling O T. and office report)

Dat e: 04/03/2014 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.
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For Respondent (s) M. Shankar Chillarge, Adv.
Ms. Asha Gopal an Nair, Adv.

M. A P. Mayee, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

We have heard I|earned counsel for the parties at
consi derable length. W have al so been taken through the order passed
by the Trial Court and the High Court in appeal. Portion of evidence
adduced in the case has al so been read out to us in the course of the
hearing. Fromthe affidavit filed by Superintendent of Yerawada
Central Prison, Pune it appears that out of those convicted only two
nanely Vilas Karle (A-20) and Ranesh @ Ranakant Raj aram Barkase (A-7)
have undergone nore than eight years inprisonment. These two convicts
have not preferred any appeal against their conviction and sentence
so far. The remaining convicts who have appealed to this Court have
undergone nearly four years sentence out of the sentence awarded to
them by the courts bel ow

M. Rajeev Sharma, I|earned counsel appearing for A-13
Chet an Bhal gat submits that the said accused had already undergone
nearly four years by now He submits that A-13 Chetan Poptal Lal has
married the victimwhich fact is noticed even in the order passed by
the High Court and is evident fromthe affidavit filed by the victim
herself in Criminal Mscellaneous No. 5595 of 2014. He submits that
it was on that basis only that the High Court had awarded to the said
petitioner a reduced punishnent of eight years. The appellant has



besides marrying the victimalready transferred i nmoveabl e property in
her name which she is currently occupying. He submits on the anal ogy
of the order passed by this Court in Sukhwi nder Singh Vs. State of
Punjab 2000(9) SCC 204 for release of the petitioner upon suspension
of the remainder of his sentence. Learned counsel for the State seeks
some time to verify the current position and whether the victim is
living with the family of the petitioner

Be that as it may the fact that the petitioner Chetan s/o
Popat Lal Bhal gat has al ready undergone four vyears inprisonnment and
has already entered into matrinony with the victim and transferred
i moveabl e property distinguishes his case fromthe rest.

Having regard to the fact that the victim has filed an
affidavit to the effect that she is living as the wife of the said
petitioner, we are inclined to grant interimsuspension of sentence
awarded to the said petitioner.

We accordingly grant three nonths’ tine to the State
Governnent to verify the position and file an affidavit. In the
meantime we direct that for a period of six nonths from today the
remai nder of sentence awarded to A 13 Chetan s/o Popat Lal Bhal gat
shal |l remai n suspended upon his furnishing bail bonds in a sumof Rs.
20,000/- with two sureties in the Iike anmount to the satisfaction of
the Trial Court. He shall be released from custody on doing the
needful in case he is not required in any other case,

As regards the remamining petitioners their applications
shal | stand disnissed. Liberty is however reserved to the petitioners
to refresh their prayer for suspension if their petitions are not for
any reason heard and di sposed of within a period of one year

Post the SLPs for final disposal on 15.07.2014.
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