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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.) No(s) . 6641/ 2009

(Arising out of inmpugned final judgnment and order dated 29/04/2009
in CRLM No. 5029/2008 passed by the H gh Court O Patna)

TARKESHWAR DASI L & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF Bl HAR & ANR. Respondent ( s)

(with appln. (s) for ad-interimex-parte stay and pernission and
of fice report)
(For Final Disposal)

W TH

SLP(Crl) No. 7865/2009

(Wth appln.(s) for directions and appln.(s) for exenption from
filing OT. and Ofice Report)

SLP(Crl) No. 8274-8275/2009
(Wth appln.(s) for exenption fromfiling OT. and Ofice Report)

SLP(Crl) No. 1900/2010

(Wth appln.(s) for pernission and appln.(s) for exenption from
filing OT. and appln.(s) for c/delay in refiling SLP and appl n.
(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and appln.(s) for stay and Ofice
Report)

SLP(Crl) No. 2599/2010
(Wth Ofice Report)

Date : 10/02/ 2015 These petitions were called on for hearing
t oday.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE KURI AN JOSEPH
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE N. V. RAMANA

For Petitioner(s) M. Manu Shanker M shra, Adv.
M. N shant Kumar, Adv.
Signature Not Verified
Digitally signed by
Deepak Mansukhani
Dat e: 2015.02.12
17:30: 04 I ST
M. Shishir Pinaki, Adv.
Reason:
M. Sanjay Jain, Adv.
M. Mhit Kumar Shah, Adv.
M. Rituraj Biswas, Adv.
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Sanjay R Hegde, Adv.
Abhay Kumar, Adv.
Tenzi ng Tsering, Adv.
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For Respondent (s)

Gopal Si ngh, Adv.

Ri turaj Choudhary, Adv.
Rashm Srivastava, Adv.
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M. Smarhar Singh, Adv.
M. T. WMahipal, Adv.

M. S. Chandra Shekhar, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

SLP(Crl.) No. 6641/2009
The special |eave petition is disn ssed.
Interimorder dated 19/10/ 2009 stands vacat ed.

Since the FIR was registered in the year 2007, we
request the Court concerned to expedite the proceedi ngs.

SLP(Crl.) No. 7865/2009

Learned counsel for the petitioner seeks perm ssion
to withdraw the special |eave petition with liberty to
take recourse to appropriate steps in accordance with | aw
Perni ssion is granted. The special |eave petition is
di snmissed as withdrawmn with the liberty as prayed for

SLP(Crl.) No. 2599/2010

The petitioner approached this Court aggrieved by
the rejection of his application for regular bail. In
view of the pendency of other petitions wherein this Court
had stayed the trial, the petitioner was granted interim
bail by order dated 12.5.2011. By separate order, we have
di smi ssed the connected petitions with direction to
proceed with the matter. Under the above circunstances
the special |eave petition is disnissed. The interim bai
granted to the petitioner on 12.5.2011 stands cancel | ed.

However, the petitioner is granted three weeks’ time
to surrender.
- 3-

W make it clear that dismissal of this petition
will not stand in the way of the petitioner renewing his
application for bail at the appropriate stage before the
appropriate forum

SLP(Crl.) Nos. 8274-8275/ 2009
Leave granted.

The appel | ant has approached this Court aggrieved by
the grant of anticipatory bail to three of the accused in
FIR dated 18/ 10/ 2007 of Chapra Rail PS Case No. 84 of
2007. Having regard to the intervening devel opnents in
the case, we are of the view that respondents shoul d
approach for regular bail. We set aside the inmpugned
order with liberty to the respondents to approach the
forum concerned for regular bail. However, the protection
granted to the respondents by the Hi gh Court against
arrest shall continue for a further period of four weeks
so as to enable the respondents to approach the Court
concer ned.

The appeal s stand allowed as above in ternms of the
si gned order.

SLP(Crl.) No. 1900/2010



On account of personal difficulty, |earned counsel
for the petitioner prays for three weeks’ tine.

Post on 10th March, 2015.

( DEEPAK MANSUKHANI ) ( SUMAN JAI N

COURT MASTER COURT MASTER

(Signed order in SLP(Crl.) Nos. 8274-8275/2009 is placed on the

file)

| TEM NO. 4 COURT NO. 12 SECTION |1 A
SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A

RECORD COF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.) No(s). 6641/ 2009
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M. S. Chandra Shekhar, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmde the follow ng
ORDER

SLP(Crl.) No. 6641/2009
The special |eave petition is di sm ssed.
Interimorder dated 19/10/ 2009 stands vacat ed.

Since the FIR was registered in the year 2007, we
request the Court concerned to expedite the proceedi ngs.

SLP(Crl.) No. 7865/2009

Learned counsel for the petitioner seeks permnission
to withdraw the special |eave petition with liberty to
take recourse to appropriate steps in accordance with | aw
Perm ssion is granted. The special |eave petition is
di smissed as withdrawn with the liberty as prayed for

SLP(Crl.) No. 2599/2010

The petitioner approached this Court aggrieved by
the rejection of his application for regular bail. In
vi ew of the pendency of other petitions wherein this Court
had stayed the trial, the petitioner was granted interim
bail by order dated 12.5.2011. By separate order, we have
di smi ssed the connected petitions with direction to
proceed with the matter. Under the above circunstances,
the special |eave petition is dismssed. The interim bai
granted to the petitioner on 12.5.2011 stands cancel |l ed.

However, the petitioner is granted three weeks' tinme
to surrender.
- 3-

We nake it clear that dismssal of this petition
will not stand in the way of the petitioner renewing his
application for bail at the appropriate stage before the
appropriate forum
SLP(Crl.) Nos. 8274-8275/2009

Leave granted.

The appel | ant has approached this Court aggrieved by
the grant of anticipatory bail to three of the accused in

FIR dated 5. 6. 2009. Having regard to the intervening
devel opnents in the case, we are of the view that
respondents shoul d approach for regular bail. W set

aside the inpugned order with liberty to the respondents
to approach the forum concerned for regular bail.

However, the protection granted to the respondents by the
H gh Court against arrest shall continue for a further
peri od of four weeks so as to enable the respondents to
approach the Court concerned.

The appeal s stand allowed as above in ternms of the
si gned order.



SLP(Crl.) No. 1900/ 2010

On account of personal difficulty, |earned counsel
for the petitioner prays for three weeks’ tine.

Post on 10th March, 2015.

( DEEPAK MANSUKHANI ) (SUMAN JAIN)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
(Signed order in SLP(Crl.) Nos. 8274-8275/2009 is placed on the
file)
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI' M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CRI' M NAL APPEAL NQ(s). 262-263 COF 2015
(Arising out of SLP(Crl.) No(s). 8274-8275 of 2009)

ASHOX KUVAR YADAV ... Appel | ant ('s)
Ver sus
STATE OF BPHAR & ORS.  ..... Respondent ( s)
ORDER

Leave granted.

The appel | ant has appr oached this Court
aggrieved by the grant of anticipatory bail to
three of the accused in FIR dated 18/10/2007 of
Chapra Rail PS Case No. 84 of 2007. Havi ng regard
to the intervening devel opnents in the case, we
are of the view that respondents shoul d approach

for regular bail. We set aside the inpugned order
with liberty to the respondents to approach the
forum concerned for regular bail. However, the

protection granted to the respondents by the High

Court agai nst arrest shall continue for a further

peri od of f our weeks so as to enabl e t he
respondents to approach the Court concer ned.

The appeal s stand all owed as above.

(N. V. RAMANA)

NEW DELH
FEBRUARY 10, 2015.



