& TEM NO 4 COURT NO. 4 SECTION |1 A
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.) No(s). 993/2016
(Arising out of inpugned final judgnent and order dated 20/10/2015
in WP No. 5625/2015 passed by the Hi gh Court of MP. at I|ndore)
SHARAD Tl KAMDAS KABRA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A AND ORS. Respondent ( s)
(with appln. (s) for exenption fromfiling c/c of the inpugned
j udgnent and exenption fromfiling O T. and pernmission to file
addi ti onal documents and pernission to file lengthy list of dates
and interimrelief and office report)
W TH
SLP(Crl) No. 9528/2015
(Wth appl n. (s) for directions and per ni ssi on to file addi ti ona
docunent s and per ni ssi on to pl ace addl . docunent s on record and
intervention and Office Report)
SLP(Crl) No. 9945/ 2015
(Wth appln.(s) for exenption fromfiling c/c of the inpugned
judgnent and O fice Report)
WP.(Crl.) No. 189/2015
(Wth appln.(s) for bail and Ofice Report)
T.P.(Crl.) No. 151-157/2016
(Wth appln.(s) for stay and Ofice Report)
T.P.(Crl.) No. 150/2016
(Wth appln.(s) for stay and Ofice Report)
Date : 26/07/2016 This petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM : HON&#39; BLE MR. JUSTI CE DI PAK M SRA
HON&#39; BLE MR. JUSTI CE ROHI NTON FALI NARI MAN
or Petitioner(s) M. Vi kram Chaudhari, Sr. Adv.
Ni khil Jain, AOR
Harshit Sethi, Adv.
Gagan Deep Sharnm, Adv.
Preeti Singh, Adv.
Ri shi Sehgal , Adv.
H manj ali Gautam Adv.
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M. Atul Nanda, Sr. Adv.
Ram Nar esh Yadav, ACR
Shyam Di van, Sr. Adv.
Respondent ( s) M. Shiv Sagar Tiwari, AOR
M. Ritesh Kumar, Adv.
Ni sha Bagchi, Adv.
Abhi nav Mukherjee, Adv.
Manoj Si ngh, Adv.
B. Krishna Prasad, AOR
Hemant i ka Wahi, AOR
Aagam Kaur, Adv.
Puj a Si ngh, Adv.
UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmde the follow ng
ORDER
SLP  (Crl.) No. 993/ 2015, WP.(Crl.) No. 189/ 2015, T.P.(Cl.)
No. 151- 157 and 150/ 2016
Let the matters be listed on 1.08.2016 for final disposal. Be
it clarified, we have kept the matter on a non-m scel |l aneous day as
t he poi nt t hat has been canvassed by t he petitioner only pertains
to whether the offence is cogni zable or not.
SLP (Crl) Nos. 9528 and 9945 of 2015
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FEESSSE

M. Shyam  di van, | ear ned seni or counsel for t he petitioners

submits t hat hi s case pertai ns to gr ant of bai | under Section 439
of t he Code of Crim nal Procedure but t he sai d prayer has been
negati ved by t he Hi gh Court by pl aci ng reliance on Secti on 45 of
t he Prevention of Money Launderi ng Act, 2002. Lear ned seni or

counsel would further submit that he has been continuing on interim

bai | , for he had al r eady r emai ned in cust ody for nor e t han 16
nmont hs. It is al so ur ged by him that t he maxi mum  sentence in

question is seven years and t he mninmm s three years and,



t heref ore, as has been interpreted by this Court in Ranj i t si ng
Bhahmaj eetsi ng Sharma vs. State of Maharashtra & Anr. [(2005) 5 SCC
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294], the petitioner will be entitled to be enlarged on bail.
Call on 1.8.2016.
Interimorder to continue till then.
(@l shan Kumar Arora) (H S. Parasher)
Court Master Court Master



