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ITEM NO.14                    COURT NO.3            SECTION II-B
(HEARING THROUGH VIDEO CONFERENCING)

               S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
                       RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.) No.3145/2021

(Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated 09-12-2020
in  BLAPL  No.4905/2020  passed  by  the  High  Court  Of  Orissa  At
Cuttack)

PRASANNA KUMAR BEHERA                              Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

STATE OF ODISHA                                  Respondent(s)

(FOR  ADMISSION  and  I.R.;  and,  IA  No.52735/2021-EXEMPTION  FROM
FILING C/C OF THE IMPUGNED JUDGMENT)
 
Date : 02-07-2021 This petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : 
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE UDAY UMESH LALIT
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AJAY RASTOGI
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ANIRUDDHA BOSE

For Petitioner(s) Mr. R. Balasubramanian, Sr. Adv.
Mr. Karunakar Mahalik, AOR
Mr. Mehul Sharma, Adv.
Mr. Manoranjan Mishra, Adv.

                   
For Respondent(s)
                    

          UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                             O R D E R

The instant petition filed by one “Prasanna” Kumar Behera is

challenging rejection of his application for bail in a crime where

he is alleged to have committed offences punishable  under Sections

498A, 323, 307, 419, 494, 420 and 506 read with Section 34 IPC.

  The criminal proceedings were initiated at the instance of the

wife of “Prasanna” who submitted inter alia that she was married to

a person named “Prasanna” who was born on 04.07.1982; and that the
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elder  brother  of  said  “Prasanna”  named  “Pradyumna”  born  on

10.05.1977 entered the defence services impersonating himself to be

“Prasanna”.  

A  lot  of  confusion  has  therefore  arisen  as  to  whether  a

particular benefit is to be granted to the person originally named

“Prasanna”  or  somebody  who  is  masquerading  the  identity  as

“Prasanna”.

Mr. R. Balasubramanian, learned Senior Advocate submits that

both the brothers are presently in custody in connection with said

crime.

We, therefore, give liberty to both the brothers to prefer

fresh  applications  for  bail  giving  complete  particulars  and

documents in support of the identity that they claim. The  Court  in

question will then consider applications alongwith the version of

the original complainant/wife of “Prasanna” and deal with both the

applications purely on their own merits.

Reserving such liberty, the instant Special Leave Petition is

rejected.

Pending applications, if any, also stand disposed of.

  (MUKESH NASA)                       (VIRENDER SINGH)
      COURT MASTER                         BRANCH OFFICER
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