| TEM NO. 41 COURT NO. 10 SECTI ON | |
SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).5008/2012
(From the judgenent and order dated 30/04/2012 in SBCRM No. 3515/ 2012,
The HI GH COURT OF RAJASTHAN AT JAI PUR)
PUSHPA JAI N Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF RAJASTHAN Respondent ( s)
(Wth appln(s) for bail and office report)

Date: 02/11/2012 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE T.S. THAKUR
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE FAKKI R MOHAMED | BRAHI M KALI FULLA
For Petitioner(s) Ms. Nitya Rama Krishnan, Adv.
M. Rahul Kriplani, Adv.
M. Asit Kumar Roy, Adv.
M . Snehasi sh Mukherj ee, Adv.
For Respondent (s) Ms. Pragati Neekhra, Adv.
M . Suryanaryana Singh, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER
Leave granted.
The appeal is disposed off in ternms of the signed order.
| (N. K. Coel) [ (Veena Kher a)
| Court Master | Court Master
(Signed order is placed on the file)
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
CRI M NAL APPEAL No. 1744  OF 2012
(Arising out of SLP(Crl.) No. 5008/2012)
| PUSHPA JAI N | | Appel I ant (s)
[ | Versus |
| STATE OF RAJASTHAN | | Respondent (s)

ORDER

of



Leave granted.

H gh Court of Rajasthan has dism ssed an application for grant of
bail filed by the appellant in C C. No. 635 of 2010 pendi ng before the
Addi tional Chief Judicial Mgistrate, Kota, Rajasthan, for offences
puni shabl e under Sections 420, 467, 468, 471 and 120 B of the Indian

Penal Code. It is not in dispute that the appellant has already spent
nearly three years in custody. It is also not in dispute that out of
33 witnesses cited by the prosecution only 9 have been exam ned so
far. 1t is, therefore, evident that the trial may take a few nore

years to conclude. There is no suggestion that the enlargenent of the
appel l ant woul d cause any interference with the on going trial or that

the appellant is likely to tanper wth the evidence. In the
circunstances therefore and keeping in view the nature of the
al | egati ons nmade agai nst the appellant, we allow this appeal, set

asi de the order passed by the H gh Court and direct that the appell ant
shal |l be rel eased fromcustody on her furnishing bail bonds in a sum
of Rs. 20,000/- wth one surety in the like anmount to t he
satisfaction of the trial court.

Appeal is disposed off in the above terns.

................................... J.
[ Fakki r Mohamed | brahim Kalifull a]
New Del hi ,
Novenber 2, 2012.



