HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR
BENCH AT JAIPUR

5.B, Criminal Miscellaneous Ball

RAJASTHAN

Application Na. 19819/2021

Jagdish Prasad Meena S/0 Shri Ramlal Meena, Aged About 33

Years, Resident Of Ajeta, Police Station Gandoli, District Bundi
{ Raj.) { At Present Confined In Centrai Jail, Kota)
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1. The present bail application has been filed under Section 439

CrP.C. The petitioners have been arrested [n connection witn FIR.

No.438/2021 Registered at Police Station Head Central Office, Anti

Corruption Bureal, Jaipur, District Chowkl ACB, Bundi for the
orru

(Amended) Act; 2018 and 120-B IPC,



(20f 2) [CRLMB-19819/2021]
2. learned counsel for the petitioners submits that the
petitioners have been falsely implicated in this case. Learned
counsel for the petitioners further submits that the petitioners are
behind the bars since 28.11.2021 and conclusion of trial may take
long time. Counsel for the petitioner submits that they have
wrongly being trapped this matter no work was pending with them
and there is no evidence regarding demand of illegal gratification
made by the F'Eﬂt'Pv‘TE_-} ‘kh F” JL F [E: %
< 4 Learned - qu:‘i‘c Prosecutor has opposed thE b{vigappllcatiun

4, Cnnsyering the contentions put-forth by the cbﬁéHFI for the
pet:tmrﬁ;and taking into account the facts and -::ir-:umﬁances of
the case and without expr:gsmp
case, this court dee iq lus;;mcﬁ;nrp
on bail. L’i":’ﬁ’;ﬁ; j iijﬁ
5. Accordingly, the bailt‘ﬁPFJi%H'g
allowed and it is ordered; t_lJf"f-ﬁ aeﬁ”E(}EUSEd -petitioners Jagdish

Prasad Meena S/0 5!51 lxﬂamlaifﬂig% :ﬂ and Dhanraj Meena
-'r'f.-:’.-Lhr"r u-'- '
Frged on bail provided
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S/o Shri Madan Lal{!\r-;egg,__-:_'gﬂ
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each of them fUI'I'IIEl“IESé’r ‘PEL he sum of Rs.50,000/-

with I:v;.rn sureties of R@%S@A ffefﬁ%lﬁt?gthe satisfaction of the

learned trial Judge for their appearance before the court

concerned on all the dates of hearing as and when called upon to

do so.
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