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Following Order of the Court was dictated on Board by

SUNIL KUMAR SINHA, Actg. CJ.

4. Th.s is an applicetion filed under Section 439 of the Code

(]

of Criminal Procedure, 1973 (for short ‘Cr. P.C.") for grant of regular

baii co the Appiicant, who has peen arrested in connecticn with FIR No.



P

Ball Apptn. No, 01/2015

m

30107320 o Police

ast Cistiict, registerea under

Secuoiis 4893 and 489C ur IPC.

Z. Tne applicant was arrasted in the said case on 08.07.2010

and was released on bail on 12.10.2010. The bail was granted o him

by exércising jurisciction under Section 167(2) of e Cr.rn.C. on
gecount Of Tuilure of the prosecution to fiie tie charge-sheet within the
stipuated time.  Later on, the cnarge-sheet was filea on 21.08.2012,
but the appiicant could not be produced because notice was Not served
upolr him.  The Court tnen issued Non Bailaple Warrant and the
apLilcant appesreq vefore the Chief Judicial Magisurate (East) on
28.06.2013, but he did not appear before the committal Court and

uitimately Non Bailable Warrant was issued against him. The applicant

thereafter surrendered on 17.10.2014 and since then he is in jail.

3. Mr. Sudesn Joshi, learned counsel for the appiicant argues
thet on 28.06.2013, when tihe applicant surrendered pefore the Chief

Juciiciai Magistrate (Committal Court), ne was directed to appear

(%23

before the Sessions Court on the same day, but the applicant couid not
understand it and he without causing nis appearance before the
Sessions Court, went back, however, when ne came to know about the
order, he again surrendered on 17.10.2014. He also argues that
almost in similar situation, the co-accused nas been released on bail

vige orger dated 01.04.2014 passed by this Court.

&, On the other hand, Mr. J.B. Pradhan, learned Public

Prosecutor appearing on behaif of the State, opposes this argument.
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‘actual aspect that the agpiicant is in

CLsisdy since 17.10.2014.

ng the apove facts and circumstances of the case,
parncuizdy  considenng  the period of pre-trial  detention of the

that o simnitar situation e cc-accused has oeen

Eppcans

CriLrGeU Giv ail, L amn of the opin fic case in which

1 LNat present i ¢

o

he agpiicant shouie be enlargad on bail.

& Accordingly, the application is allowed and it is directed
triar the appiicant shall be enlarged on bail on his furnishing a personal

borid of Re.50,000/- with two sureties of Rs.25,000/- each to the
sgusfacuon of e trial Court, for nis appearance before the said Court

civozach date of nearing tili dispesal of the crial. It s directed tat the

suceties showid be local sareties of East District.
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iS‘unil’Kumar Slabaj

Acting Chief Justice
10.02.2015

d oy Reporodng s o

3 Yes




