EM NO. 22 COURT NO. 3 SECTION | |

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).5013/2013
(From the judgment and order dated 29/05/2013 in DBCRM No.552/2009 in DBCRM
No. 531/ 2013 of The H GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE FOR RAJASTHAN AT JAI PUR)
MAJLI SH Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

STATE OF RAJASTHAN Respondent ( s)
(Wth application for bail and office report)

Date: 21/06/2013 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE A. K. PATNAI K
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE RANJAN GOGO
[ VACATI ON BENCH]|
For Petitioner(s) M. Rashid Khand, Adv.

M. Aftab Ali Khan, Adv.
For Respondent (s) Ajay Veer Singh, Adv.
R K. Verma, Adv.
Ai shwarya Jai n, Adv.
Uday Ram Adv.
MIlind Kumar, Adv.

SSESS

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

| Leave grant ed. |
| Heard | earned counsel for the appellant and M. Ajay Veer Singh, |earned |
| counsel for the State who says that he has got no instructions as yet fromthe |
| St ate. |
| The appeal is allowed and the inpugned order of the High Court is set aside in |
| the above terns. |

I

I
| [ KALYANI GUPTA] | | [ SHARDA KAPOOR] |
| COURT MASTER | | COURT MASTER |

[ SI GNED ORDER |'S PLACED ON THE FI LE. ]
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CRI'M NAL APPEAL NOs. 803 of 2013
ARI SING QUT OF S.L.P.(CRL) NO 5013 OF 2013

mAJLISH APPELLANT

VERSUS

STATE OF RAJASTHAN ... .. RESPONDENT

ORDER



Leave granted.
2. Heard | earned counsel for the appellant and M. Ajay Veer Singh
| earned counsel for the State who says that he has got no instructions
as yet fromthe State.
3. The appellant had filed an application for interimtenporary bai
before the Hi gh Court pending Crimnal Appeal No. 552 of 2009 which
was filed against his conviction and the ground taken by the appell ant
before the Hi gh Court was that the marriage of his sister is going to
take place on 23rd June, 2013.
4, In the inpugned order, although the H gh Court has taken note of
the fact that the | earned Public Prosecutor appearing before the High
Court had verified tel ephonically that the marriage of the sister of
the appell ant was scheduled for 23rd June, 2013, the Hi gh Court
rejected the prayer for interimtenporary bail only on the ground that
the co-accused Ashu who was granted bail was absconding and had not
surrendered and there was every chance of the appellant al so
abscondi ng.
5. The apprehension that the appellant may al so abscond as the co-
accused Ashu is absconding is not based on any materials. As the
sister of the appellant is getting married on 23rd June, 2013, we
think that thisis a fit case in which the appellant should be
rel eased on tenporary bail for a period of one week wth inmediate
effect. Accordingly, we direct that the appellant will be rel eased on
bail to the satisfaction of the trial court which convicted himfor a
peri od of one week comrenci ng from 22nd June, 2013. After the expiry
of the bail period, the appellant will forth with surrender before the
trial court and will be taken back into custody i mediately on expiry
of the aforesaid period.
6. The appeal is allowed and the inmpugned order of the High Court is
set aside in the above terns.

[ RANJAN GOGO ]

NEW DELH
June 21, 2013.



