LI TEM NO. 4 COURT NO. 4 SECTION |1 B

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).4536/2008
(From the judgenent and order dated 27/05/2008 in CRLM No. 38767
of 2007 of the H GH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDI GARH)

BALDEV SI NGH Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

STATE OF PUNJAB Respondent ( s)
(Wth appl n(s) for exenption fromfiling c/c of the inmpugned
judgnent, stay of arrest, inpleadnent and office report)

(FOR FI NAL DI SPOSAL)

Date: 12/10/2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE DALVEER BHANDARI
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE DI PAK M SRA
For Petitioner(s) R K. Kapoor, Adv.
Shwet a Kapur, Adv.
Reet u Shar ma, Adv.
Ani s Ahmed Khan, Adv.
For Respondent (s) Kul di p Si ngh, Adv.
T.P. M shra, Adv.
S. C. Roy, Adv.

SS5 SFFS

M. Satyapal Khushal Chand Pasi, Adv. (N. P.)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER
Leave granted.
Application for inpleadnment is dismssed as not
pressed. The appel I ant, in t he event of arrest, is
directed to be rel eased on bai | and t he appeal is
di sposed of in terns of the signed order.

(A S. BISHT) (1 NDU SATI JA)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
(Signed order is placed on the file)

1

I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO. 1909 OF 2011
(Arising out of SLP(Crl.) No.4536/2008)

BALDEV SI NGH Appel | ant ('s)
. VERSUS:
STATE OF PUNJAB Respondent ( s)

ORDER

1. Leave granted.



2. Whil e issuing notice on 30.6.2008, this Court

directed stay of arrest of the appellant.

3. Ve have hear d t he | ear ned counsel for
parties. In t he facts and ci rcunst ances of

case, we deemit appropriate to nmake the said order

absol ute and accordi ngly, we direct t hat in
event of arrest, the appellant shall be rel eased on

bail on furnishing bail bonds for Rs.20,000/- with

two sureties each in the i ke anmount , to

satisfaction of the arrest;ng aut hority.

4, The appell ant, however, is directed to fully

cooperate with the investigating agency and in case

the appel |l ant does not cooperate with the trial, the

State would be at liberty to nove this Court for

vari ation of our order.

5. The conpl ainant had filed an application for
i npl eadnent as a party respondent in this case, on
whi ch notice was issued on 2.12.2009. Nobody appears
today to press this application which is accordingly

di sm ssed as not pressed.

6. Wth t he af orenent i oned observati on and

direction, this appeal is disposed of.

(DI PAK M SRA)

New Del hi ;
Cct ober 12, 2011.
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