
                    IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM

                                               PRESENT :

                    THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE V.RAMKUMAR                                

              MONDAY, THE 28TH FEBRUARY 2011 / 9TH  PHALGUNA 1932

                              Bail Appl..No. 594 of 2011()
                              ---------------------------------------

C.M.P.NO.382/2011 OF CHIEF JUDICIAL MAGISTRATE COURT, KALPETTA
CRIME NO.792/2010 OF KALPETTA POLICE STATION, WAYANAD DISTRICT

-----------------------------------------

           PETITIONER 
          --------------------

                  K.BASHEER, AGED 53 YEARS,
                  S/O ALIKOYA, KATTAKANDIYIL HOUSE,
                  BEENACHI, AMBALAKUNNU,SULTHAN BATHERY.

               BY ADV. SRI.P.V.GEORGE(PUTHIYIDAM)

          RESPONDENT(S): 
          --------------------------

                  STATE OF KERALA,
                  SUB INSPECTOR OF POLICE, KALPETTA POLICE STATION
                  REPRESENTED BY PUBLIC PROSECUTOR,HIGH COURT OF
                  KERALA, ERNAKULAM.

                   BY PUBLIC PROSECUTOR SRI. C.K.SURESH

          THIS BAIL APPLICATION HAVING  COME UP FOR ADMISSION
          ON 28/02/2011, THE COURT ON  THE SAME DAY  PASSED THE
          FOLLOWING:

sts



V. RAMKUMAR, J.
....................................................
Bail Application No. 594 of 2011 

.....................................................
Dated this the 28th day of February, 2011.

ORDER

Petitioner, who is the 20th accused in Crime No.792 of 2010

of  Kalpetta  Police  Station  for  offences  punishable   under

Sections  419,  420,  465,  468  and  471  I.P.C.,  seeks  his

enlargement  on  bail.    The  petitioner  was  arrested  on

18.01.2011.

2.  The learned Public Prosecutor opposed the application

contending inter alia that the petitioner was hand in glove with

the other accused in dishonestly securing public employment to

his  daughter  Shamseera  (A8)  by  producing  forged documents

including fake advice memo of the P.S.C and by himself and his

son-in-law together paying  `. 8 lakhs to the racket. 

3. Having regard to the gravity of the offences,  nature

of  the  allegations  levelled  against  the  petitioner,  the  relative

conduct of  the parties,  the extent  of  the injury sustained,  the

propensities  of  the  petitioner,  the  sentiments  of  the  near

relatives of the victim  and the other facts and circumstances of

the case, I am of the view that  if the petitioner is released on

bail, he will definitely influence and intimidate the prosecution
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witnesses.  There is also the likelihood of  the petitioner making

himself  scarce  and  fleeing  from  justice.  I  am,  therefore,  not

inclined to grant bail to the petitioner at this stage.

This petition is accordingly dismissed.

V. RAMKUMAR, JUDGE.
rv 
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P.A to Judge. 


