HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN
BENCH AT JAIPUR

S.B. Criminal Miscallaneous Bai) Application No. 20769/2021

Suresh Jat S/q Hemraj, Aged About 20 Yaars, Rfo Jagdishpur

Kekadi Ps Keekadj Dist. Ajmer Raj. (At Present Accused
Petitioner Confinad In Cantra

| Jail Ajmer)
-—-=Patitioner
Versus
State Of Rajasthan, Through Pp
S k] ----Respondent

£.B. Crim.inaI'Misﬂellanmus Bail Application No, 20908/2021
Suresh’ Son Of Bhairulal, Aged About 30 Years, Resident Of
Village Mewadakalan Police Station Kekri, District Ajmer,
Rajasthan {(Accused Applicant-Lodged In Central Jail, Ajmer).

¥ " e ----Petitioner
versus
State Of Rajasthan, Thﬁ.:nug'h Pl__ibiic Fra;etﬁtnn
i s I S ----Respondent

S.B. Criminal Miscellaneous Bail Application No, 20909/2021
Raju Alias Rajendra S/o Rameshwar; Aged _ﬁbnut 21 ‘r’earis,
resident Of Kali Talal Ka: K_he;i_a,_;l’.‘réﬁ;_lﬁ{gkdi, Distt. Ajmer (Raj.)
(At Present Conflned In Centrﬁlé'a”rﬁ!ma"(ﬂa]”

L A
1!

L E e g }:Tf"'::;. P ----Petitioner
D BREISRE S
: ugh Pp..
F Rajasthan, Thrﬂ o RN Lo
St : ' W ----Respondent

Crimina! Miscellangous Bail Application No. 20965/2021
S.B. Crim

lagdishpura
nd, Aged About 20 Years, Rfo
i i:;-lag:_;-.nﬁ"ler Raj. (Accused Applicant Is Currently
Dist.

Ps Kekri . )
: ral Jall Ajmer
Confined AL Cent -=--Petitioner
Versus
Through Pg

State Of RﬂjEEthan' ----Respondent
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For Petitione
r(s) Mr.Vijendra Yadav, Anant Priya Jain,

Praveen Jain, Rajaram ¢ h
For Respondentys) : MrS.5.Mehla ij e

HON'BLE MR, JUSTICE FARJAND ALI

Judgme rd
1 021

1. The Instant bail EPpIIEatictns I'|Iaﬁg'e been filed under Section
438 CnP.C, on. iﬁah&lf t:-F a;::useé .p.}étjtli::unErsn,,SLlrEEh Jat Sfo
Hemraj, Suresh S,Fc Bhairulal, Raju @ R-El]EﬂdI‘E S,h:: Rameshwar,
and Jee.,w'aj S,i’u Bhagchand. The petitioners have I:neerf ah;ested n
cnnnet:tlnn with FIR Nn.125f2l;|?_1, registered at Pﬂhce Statmn

s ol

2. Learned counsel fqr the aen.‘:g#ﬂdﬁfﬁ jtioners submit that a

'.:-"“F-c'f'__-

triable by the court of Magl.ﬁtrate 'Nc_i usequ purpose would be

served by keeping the pEtItlﬂﬂEr‘S ]:;eh]“rsd the bars.

|earned Pu'l:rlit: Ff'ﬂ@et:,utnr opposed the bail

3. Per contra, il
. '. .-I -'.-I:'_ .di'd—l _..
application. o lE e
pp - : __..:c__;- . .; '-\_LE "\..E'li -:-'-:.l.:l'{" 'F'f:i‘;i-

the arguments advanced by the counsel for the

4, Considering
to the possibility that the trial may take long

parties and looking

ude, this court deems it just and proper to enlarge
!

time to concl

the petitianers on bail.

the bail application under Section 439 Cr.P.C. [s

5. According!¥s

ordered that the accused-petitioners, named
d it is

allowed an
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above, shall be enlarged on ball provided each of them furnish a
personal bond in the sum of Rs.50,000/- with two sureties of
Rs.25,000/- each to the satisfaction of the learned trial Judge for
their appearance before the court concemed on all the dates of

hearing as and when called upon to do so.

(FARJAND ALI),]
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