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CRI M NAL APPEAL hK;gg. 995-996 OF 2011
LAKSHVANA & ORS. Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
STATE OF KARNATAKA Respondent ( s)
(Wth appln(s) for bail and office report)
Dat e: 20/ 04/2012 These Appeals were called on for hearing today.

CORAM : HON BLE MRS. JUSTI CE GYAN SUDHA M SRA
(I N CHAVBERS)

For Appellant(s) M. V. Krishnanmurthy, Sr. Adv.
\Vg T. Harish Kumar, Adv.
M. Prasanth P., Adv.
M. V. Vasudevan, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. Somran Sharma, Adv.

Mf V. N. Raghupat hy, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

This is an application listed before ne as a Chanber Judge
seeking an Order to rel ease the appellant on bail

However, it is difficult to conprehend as to which are the
cases wherein bai | appl i cations shoul d be consi der ed by
Chanber Judge and which are those wherein the bail application
shoul d be consi dered by the Regul ar Bench, as in my experience,
have noticed that bail applications are regularly listed before
the Regul ar Bench even in matters where the appeal is pending.

This is one of the usual cases, wherein the appellant has

been convicted under Section 304(1) read with Section 149 | PC and
Section 324 read with Section 149 | PC

Whet her the applicant/appellant should be granted bail,
since he has al ready undergone a period of one year of sentence,
innm view, is fit to be considered by the Regul ar Bench, and not
by the Chanber Judge

Furt her, the counsel subnitted that the appellant’s bai
application has never been considered and rejected earlier

Hence, the application be listed along with the appea

bef ore t he Regul ar Bench for consi derati on bef ore sumrer

t he



vacati on.

(Jayant Kumar Arora) (I'ndu Satija)
Sr. P.A Court Master



