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                    IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
                   CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                   CRIMINAL APPEAL No. 31   of 2001@@
                   EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE
            (Arising out of S.L.P. (Crl.) 4546 of 2000)

        Mahavir Prasad Gupta & Anr.                       ..Appellants
                                 Vs.
        State through N.C.T. of Delhi                    ..Respondent
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........L.......I.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T....J
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                Leave granted.
                After hearing both sides we feel that a detailed order
        is  not  necessary.   All that is required is that  the  order
        passed  by  the  trial  court   releasing  the  goods  to  the
        complainant - respondent can be added with one more condition.
        Mr.   Ranjit  Kumar, learned senior counsel submits  that  the
        goods  are  worth  Rs.  42 lacs.  Mr.  P.H.   Parekh,  learned
        counsel   for   the   complainant-respondent  elaborated   the
        difficulties of the complainant in furnishing security for the
        entire  amount.   After considering all aspects we think  that
        complainant-respondent  can furnish a bank guarantee for a sum
        of   Rs.    15  lacs  and   for  the  remaining   amount   the
        complainant-respondent  will  furnish security in the form  of
        indemnity  bond with two solvent sureties to the  satisfaction
        of  the trial court.  Only on furnishing the said security  as
        indicated   above   the  goods  need   be  released   to   the
        complainant-respondent.
                This appeal is disposed of accordingly.
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BBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBB
                                         (K.T. THOMAS)@@
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                S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A
                          RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

   Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.) No. 4546/2000
   (From the judgement and order dated 12/12/2000 in CRM 5340/2000
   of The HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT N. DELHI)

  MAHAVIR PRASAD GUPTA & ANR.                               Petitioner (s)



                              VERSUS

  STATE THROUGH N.C.T. OF DELHI                             Respondent (s)
( With Appln(s). for ex-Parte stay and
exemption from filing c/c of the impugned Judgment and exemption from
filing O.T. )

Date : 08/01/2001 This  Petition  was  called on for hearing today.

  CORAM :
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE K.T. THOMAS
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE R.P. SETHI

  For Petitioner (s)    Mr. Ranjit Kumar,Sr.Adv.
                        Mr. Manish Goyal,Adv.
                        Ms. Indu Malhotra,Adv.
                        Ms. Shyel Trehan,Adv.
  For Respondent (s)
                        Mr. P.H. Parekh,Adv.
                        Mr. Amit Dhingra,Adv.
                        Ms. Indu P. Verma,Adv.

                   UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                    O R D E R
........L.......I.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.....J.
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                Issue notice.
                Mr.    P.H.    Parekh,  adv.     accepts   notice   for
        complainant-respondent.
                Leave granted.
                Appeal is disposed of in terms of the signed order.
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                (N.K. GOEL)                     (H.K. BHATIA)  @@
BBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBB
                COURT MASTER                    COURT MASTER@@
BBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBB
                     (Signed order is placed on the file)


