IN THE H GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE AT BOVBAY
CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
ANTI CI PATORY BAI L APPLI CATI ON NO. 4138 OF 2007

Shri Prenkant S. Jha .. Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra .. Respondent

M.R V.Bhasin i/b M.Virendra A. Jalan for the
appl i cant

M.D.P. Adsule, A.P.P. for the State
CORAM : J. N. PATEL, J
VACATI ON COURT
DATED : 28TH DECEMBER, 2007

P. C.:

1. The applicant apprehends that he nmay be
arrested in C R No.l-285/07 registered by Virar
Police Station for having comritted an offence
puni shabl e under section 420 of the Indian Penal

Code.

2. The case against the applicant is that he
has received the anobunt of Rs.40,000/- from the

conpl ainant under the pretext of sale of room but



failed to convey the property in his favour and

t her eby cheated him

3. Thi s court is of the view that for
investigating such an offence, even if it is
accepted that this is a case which would fall under
section 420 of the Indian Penal Code, the custody
of the applicant is not necessary. Therefore, this
court is inclined to grant himpre-arrest bail on

the follow ng terns and conditions:

a. In the event, the applicant is arrested in
C.R No.1-285/07 on a suspicion for having conmtted
of fence under section 420 of the Indian Penal Code,
he shall be released on bail in the sum of
Rs.50,000/- wth one solvent surety. 1In lieu of
surety, the applicant nay deposit cash security in
the sum of Rs.50,000/- in the court of J.MF. C

who has Jurisdiction over Virar Police Station.

b. The applicant shall report to Virar Police
Station on 29th Decenber, 2007 at 10.00 a.m sharp
and would continue to remain present in the Police

Station till 5.00 p.m He shall further continue



to attend the Virar Police Station from 10.00 a. m
to 5.00 ppm daily for a further period of 7 days
with a lunch break of one hour and thereafter, as
and when required by the Investigating Oficer and

cooperate with the investigation of the case.

4. It is nade clear that if the applicant
fails to attend the Police Station as directed by
this court, this order granting protection to the

applicant would stand recall ed.

5. This court makes it clear that if any other
of fences are registered against the applicant, this
order does not protect the applicant from being

arrested by the police in other cases.

6. Application stands di sposed of accordingly.

( J.N PATEL, J)



