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                            RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).5513/2009

(From the judgement and order dated 06/07/2009 in       CRLM No.
44226/2008 of The HIGH COURT OF PATNA)

RAJEEV RANJAN SINGH                                    Petitioner(s)

                   VERSUS

STATE OF BIHAR                                         Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for stay)

Date: 27/11/2009    This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE HARJIT SINGH BEDI
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE J.M. PANCHAL

For Petitioner(s)       Mr. Shishir Pinaki,Adv.
                       Mr. Sanjay Jain,Adv.
For Respondent(s)
                       Mr. Gopal Singh,Adv.
                        Mrs. Vimla Sinha,Adv.

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

                   Leave granted.

                 The appeal is allowed.

       [SUMAN WADHWA]                        [VINOD KULVI]
        COURT MASTER                         COURT MASTER

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

                           CRIMINAL APPEAL NO. 2261    OF 2009
               (Arising out of SLP(Crl.)No. 5513/2009)

  RAJEEV RANJAN SINGH                       ..    APPELLANT(S)

                        vs.

  STATE OF BIHAR                            ..    RESPONDENT(S)

                                                        O R D E R

         Leave granted.

         Heard learned counsel for the appellant and for the
State.         We    are    told    that    the    appellant        has    already
undergone 9 months of imprisonment.                     We also see that the
High    Court       initially     granted   bail    to    the    appellant      and
after reconciliation proceedings had failed, the aforesaid
order of bail was recalled.                It looks to us as the Hon’ble
Judge    was    upset      that    the   appellant      was   not    willing      to



reconcile with his wife. We are of the opinion that this is
not a condition which is relevant as far as cancellation of
bail is concerned.
         We     accordingly        set   aside    the    order    of      the   High
Court.    The appellant is already on bail; he shall continue
to remain on bail till the disposal of the main matter
before the Trial Court.
         The appeal is allowed.

                                                   .................J.
                                                   (HARJIT SINGH BEDI)

                                                   .................J.
                                                    (J.M. PANCHAL)
New Delhi,
November 27, 2009.


