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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl)... 2011
                                         CRLMP.NO(s). 11284
(From the judgement and order dated 29/04/2011 in CRLBA No.
623/2011 of The HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY)

MADHUKAR SHETTY                                       Petitioner(s)

                   VERSUS

JAYWANTRAO G SURYAVANSHI & ORS.                       Respondent(s)

(With appln. for permission to file SLP and office report )

Date: 06/07/2011    This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE P. SATHASIVAM
          HON’BLE DR. JUSTICE B.S. CHAUHAN

For Petitioner(s)      Mr. Mukul Rohtagi, Sr.Adv.
                       Mr.Senthil Jagadeesan,Adv.

For Respondent(s)      Mr. Nind Laud, Adv.
                       Mr.Madhukar Dalvi, Adv.
                       Mr. Jayant Mohan, Adv.
                       Mr. Saurabh Ajay Gupta, Adv.

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

           Permission to file SLP granted.

           Leave granted.

           The appeal is disposed of

       [ Usha Bhardwaj ]                      [ Savita Sainani ]
         Court Master                            Court Master

                Signed order is placed on the file.
                       IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                      CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                      CRIMINAL APPEAL NO.1291 of 2011

              (Arising out of SLP (Criminal) No.4808 of 2011
                             (CrlMP.No.11284)

  Madhukar Shetty                                      ...Appellant(s)
                                 Versus

  Jaywantrao G. Suryavanshi & Ors.                     ...Respondent(s)

                                 O R D E R

         Permission to file SLP granted.

         Heard both sides.



         Leave granted.

         Mr. Mukul Rohtagi learned senior counsel appearing on

behalf   of    the   appellant   by   drawing   our   attention    to   the

earlier decision of this Court submitted that the appellant,

who is a complainant, is entitled to be heard before passing

orders on the application for anticipatory bail sought at the

instance of accused respondents.          Inasmuch as the stand of the

complainant was that he was not allowed to project his case

before the High Court and in view of the allegations, we feel

that the High Court has to hear the bail application afresh.

On this ground without expressing anything on merits of the

claim of both parties we set aside the impugned order and

request the High Court to restore the Criminal Bail
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Application No.623 of 2011 to its file and dispose of the same

as early as possible preferably within a period of four weeks

from   today after affording opportunity of being heard to all

the parties including the complainant.

       The appeal is disposed of on the above terms.

                                         ...................J.
                                         (P. SATHASIVAM)

                                         ...................J.
                                         (Dr.B.S. CHAUHAN)
  New Delhi,
  July 06, 2011.


