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CRL.MP. NO 8144 OF 2012 IN
CRI' M NAL APPEAL NQ(s). 1409 OF 2010

RAM BABU @ RAJA Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS

STATE(NCT) OF DELHI Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for bail)

Date: 27/04/2012 Thi s Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

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

For Appellant(s) M. Rakesh Kunar, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M's. Niranjana Singh, Adv.
M. B.V. Bal ram Das, Adv.
Ms. Prenma Singh, Adv.
Ms Anil Katiyar, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

This is an application seeking an order to
rel ease the appellant Tuka Ram on bail since it
has been stated that he has al ready undergone
sever al years, out of t he sent ence of life
| mpri sonnent, which has been inposed on hi munder
Section 302 of the Indian Penal Code.
However, it is difficult to conprehend for
me as a Chanber Judge to consider which are the

cases wherei n bai | application shoul d be
consi dered by the Chanber Judge and which are
t hose cases wherein the bail application should
be considered by the Regular Bench, as in ny
2
experience, | have noticed that bail applications

are regularly listed before the Regular Bench in
matters where the appeal is pending.

This is one of the usual cases, wherein the
appel I ant has been convi cted under Section 302 of
| PC and sentenced to undergo Life |nprisonment.

Whet her he should be granted bail, since he
has al ready under gone several years of sentence,
in 1% Vi ew, is fit to be consi der ed by t he

Regul ar Bench, and not by the Chanber Judge.

Hence the application be listed along with
t he appeal bef ore t he Regul ar Bench for
consi deration.

( KUSUM SYAL) (M THLESH GUPTA)
SR P. A COURT MASTER



