ITEM NO.52 COURT NO.10 SECTION II

SUPREME COURT OF INDTIA
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.) No(s). 8671/2016

(Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated 27/07/2016
in CRMBA No. 23801/2016 passed by the High Court Of Judicature at
Allahabad)

GURIA SWAYAM SEVI SANSTHAN Petitioner (s)
VERSUS
SATYABHAMA AND ANR. Respondent (s)

(with appln. (s) for directions and exemption from filing c/c of
the impugned judgment and exemption from filing O.T. and permission
to file additional documents and permission to file SLP and office
report)

WITH

SLP(Crl) No. 8677/2016

(With appln. (s) for exemption from filing c/c of the impugned
judgment nd appln. (s) for exemption from filing O.T. and appln. (s)
for permission to file additional documents and Interim Relief and
Office Report)

SLP(Crl) No. 8674/2016

(With appln.(s) for permission to file SLP and appln. (s) for
exemption from filing O.T. and appln. (s) for permission to file
additional documents and appln. (s) for exemption from filing c/c of
the impugned judgment and Office Report)

SLP(Crl) No. 8673/2016

(With appln.(s) for permission to file SLP and appln. (s) for
exemption from filing O.T. and appln. (s) for exemption from filing
c/c of the impugned judgment and appln. (s) for permission to file
additional documents and Interim Relief and Office Report)

SLP(Crl) No. 8676/2016

(With appln.(s) for permission to file SLP and appln. (s) for
permission to file additional documents and appln. (s) for exemption
from filing O.T. and appln. (s) for exemption from filing c/c of the
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rsondLP (Crl) No. 8675/2016

(With appln.(s) for permission to file SLP and appln. (s) for
exemption from filing c/c of the impugned judgment and appln. (s)
for permission to file additional documents and appln. (s) for
exemption from filing O.T. and Office Report)



SLP(Crl) No. 8672/2016

(With appln.(s) for permission to file SLP and appln. (s) for
permission to file additional documents and appln. (s) for exemption
from filing c/c of the impugned judgment and appln. (s) for
exemption from filing O.T. and Office Report)

SLP(Crl) No. 8679/2016

(With appln. (s) for permission to file SLP and appln. (s) for
exemption from filing O.T. and appln. (s) for exemption from filing
c/c of the impugned judgment and appln. (s) for permission to file
additional documents and Interim Relief and Office Report)

SLP(Crl) No. 8680/2016

(With appln. (s) for permission to file SLP and appln. (s) for
permission to file additional documents and appln. (s) for exemption
from filing O.T. and appln. (s) for exemption from filing c/c of the
impugned judgment and Office Report)

SLP(Crl) No. 8678/2016

(With appln.(s) for permission to file SLP and appln. (s) for
permission to file additional documents and appln. (s) for exemption
from filing O.T. and appln. (s) for exemption from filing c/c of the
impugned judgment and Interim Relief and Office Report)

Date : 13/02/2017 These petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ARUN MISHRA
HON'BLE DR. JUSTICE D.Y. CHANDRACHUD
For Petitioner (s) Mr. Anuj Kapoor, Adv.
Ms. Tanima Kishore, Adv.
Ms. Sridevi Panikkar, Adv.
For Respondent (s) Mr. Ratnakar Dash, Sr. Adv.

Mr. Ardhendumauli Kumar Prasad,Adv.
Mr. Abhishek Kumar Singh, Adv.

Mr. Pramod Swarup, Sr. Adv.
Mr. Ameet Singhy, Adv.
Mr. Praveen Swarup,Adv.

Mr. Sunil Kumar Jha, Adv.

Mr. Amrender Kumar Choubey, adv.
Mr. S.K. Pathak, Adv.

Ms. Seita Vaidialingam, Adv.



UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
ORDER

Leave granted.
Impugned orders are set aside. Appeals are

allowed in terms of the signed order.

(NEELAM GULATTI) (TAPAN KR. CHAKRABORTY)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER

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

CRIMINAL APPEAL NO(S). OF 2017
(Arising out of SLP(Crl.) No. 8671 of 2016)

GURIA SWAYAM SEVI SANSTHAN Appellant (s)
VERSUS
SATYABHAMA AND ANR. Respondent (s)
WITH
CRIMINAL APPEAL NO(S). OF 2017

(Arising out of SLP(Crl.) No. 8677 of 2016)

CRIMINAL APPEAL NO(S). OF 2017
(Arising out of SLP(Crl.) No. 8674 of 2016)

CRIMINAL APPEAL NO(S). OF 2017
(Arising out of SLP(Crl.) No. 8673 of 2016)

CRIMINAL APPEAL NO(S). OF 2017
(Arising out of SLP(Crl.) No. 8676 of 2016)

CRIMINAL APPEAL NO(S). OF 2017
(Arising out of SLP(Crl.) No. 8675 of 2016)

CRIMINAL APPEAL NO(S). OF 2017
(Arising out of SLP(Crl.) No. 8672 of 2016)

CRIMINAL APPEAL NO(S). OF 2017
(Arising out of SLP(Crl.) No. 8679 of 2016)

CRIMINAL APPEAL NO(S). OF 2017
(Arising out of SLP(Crl.) No. 8680 of 2016)

CRIMINAL APPEAL NO(S). OF 2017
(Arising out of SLP(Crl.) No. 8678 of 2016)

ORDER

Leave granted.

Appellant has questioned the order passed by the
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High Court of Allahabad in the various bail applications
alleging release of the accused persons on bail. The
accused persons have been charged with commission of
offence under Sections 370 and 373 of the Indian Penal
Code, 1860 (in short the IPC) and Sections 3,4,5,6,7 & 9
of the Immoral Traffic (Prevention) Act, 1956 (in short
'the Act'). Under Section 6 of the Act punishment is up
to life imprisonment and minimum sentence is of seven
years. The facts indicate that the accused persons have
been arrested in the aforesaid crime for human
trafficking and forcing minor girls into prostitution.
As many as 41 minor girls were rescued during the raid
which was conducted on 1%t May, 2016 and all were kept
confined and were subjected to torture and harassment.
It was also alleged that growth hormones were given to

Laxmi, a nine year old girl for purpose of prostitution

and similar treatment was given to others. They were
forced and were actually put into prostitution. They
were kept hungry, intoxicated with drugs etc. There is

a gang which is operating to force minor girls into
prostitution and involved in human trafficking.
We have heard 1learned counsel for the parties and

have gone through the orders passed by the High Court and
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considering the seriousness of the allegations, we are
of the opinion that the High Court ought not to have
granted the bail in a mechanical manner without even
noticing the facts of the case. The approach of the
Court cannot be said to be proper at all while enlarging
the accused persons on bail in such a serious crime. 1In
the circumstances without commenting on the merits of
the case, we deem it appropriate to set aside the orders
passed of grant of bail to the accused persons.

It is stated that in the trial court charges
have been framed. In the circumstances, as it appears
large number of witnesses have to be examined. It is
stated that 15 February, 2017 is the date for
recording of evidence of the witnesses. We direct the
prosecution as well as the trial court to examine the
material witnesses first and also direct the trial court
to record the evidence at least for ten days in one
month. In the aforesaid manner, 1let the trial be
concluded as expeditiously as possible. Suffice it to
observe that nothing mentioned in the order shall be
deemed to be an expression on merits of the case.

In case there is an undue delay in the trial for
no fault on their part, it would be open to the accused

persons to approach this Court. It is assured that the



4

accused persons and their counsel will cooperate with

the trial.
Appeals are allowed. Impugned orders are set
aside.
................. J
(ARUN MISHRA)
................... J
(Dr. D.Y. CHANDRACHUD)
NEW DELHI

FEBRUARY 13, 2017
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