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HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN
BENCH AT JAIPUR

S.B. Criminal Miscellaneous Bail Application No. 15080/2024

£
% Vivek Bhambhu S/o Jagdish Chandra, Aged About 33 Years, R/o
‘% Poonia Colony, District Churu, (Raj.)
°§" (At Present Confined In Central Jail, Jaipur).
----Petitioner
Versus
State Of Rajasthan, Through PP
----Respondent

Connected With
S.B. Criminal Miscellaneous Bail Application No. 15081/2024

Sharwan Kumar Vishnoi S/o Shri Jaikishan, Aged About 32
Years, R/o Village Ranasar Khurd, Tehsil Gudamalani, Police
Station Rageshwari Gas Terminal, Distt. Barmer, Rajasthan
(Accused Petitioner Presently Confined In Central Jail Jaipur).
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----Petitioner
Versus

State Of Rajasthan, Through PP
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----Respondent
S.B. Criminal Miscellaneous Bail Application No. 15082/2024

Renu Kumari S/o Ranjeet Singh Chauhan, Aged About 40 Years,
R/o Village Kolila, Police Thana Shahjahanpur, District Kotputli,
Behror. Currently Residing At 41, Moti Vihar, Panchyawala, Siris
Road, Jaipur (Raj.)

(Presently Accused Petitioner Is Confined In Central Jail, Jaipur).
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----Petitioner
Versus
State Of Rajasthan, Through PP
----Respondent
S.B. Criminal Miscellaneous Bail Application No. 15151/2024

Naresh Kumar S/o Bheraram, Aged About 24 Years, R/o
Malwada, Tehsil Chitalwana, P.s. Chitalwana, Distt. Jalore
( Sanchore) (Raj.)

( Presently Confining In Central Jail Jaipur)
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----Petitioner
Versus
State Of Rajasthan, Through Public Prosecutor
----Respondent
S.B. Criminal Miscellaneous Bail Application No. 15152/2024

Ajay Vishnoi S/o Shri Baburam, Aged About 27 Years, R/o
Vinayakpura, Bhawad, Police Station Karwar District Jodhpur.
( At Present Confined In Central Jail Jaipur)
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----Petitioner
Versus
State Of Rajasthan, Through P.P
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----Respondent
S.B. Criminal Miscellaneous Bail Application No. 15153/2024

Narngi Kumari W/o Shri Ramjeewan D/o Shri Veerma Ram, Aged

§ About 27 Years, R/o Dungarwa, Tehsil Bagoda, District Nagaur
: ( Raj.)
3 ( At Present In Central Jail Jaipur)
q§ ----Petitioner
Versus
The State Of Rajasthan, Through P.P
----Respondent

S.B. Criminal Miscellaneous Bail Application No. 15448/2024

Dinesh Kumar S/o Gangaram, Aged About 24 Years, R/o
Jambhoji Ka Mandir, Kabooli, Police Station Dhorimanna, District
Barmer.
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(At Present Confined In Central Jail, Jaipur)
----Petitioner
Versus
State Of Rajasthan, Through PP
----Respondent

S.B. Criminal Miscellaneous Bail Application No. 15449/2024
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Surendra Kumar Bagadia S/o Shri Hariram Bagadia, Aged About
27 Years, R/o Dhaka Ki Dhani, Police Station Sadar (Sikar), Distt.
Sikar, Rajasthan.
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(Accused Petitioner Presently Confined In Central Jail Jaipur).
----Petitioner
Versus

State Of Rajasthan, Through PP

www.ecourtsindia.com

----Respondent
S.B. Criminal Miscellaneous Bail Application No. 15450/2024

Dinesh Vishnoi S/o Shri Lehraram, Aged About 28 Years, R/o 42,
Gayatri Nagar, Police Station Kudi, Bhagatasni, Distt. Jodhpur,

% Rajasthan.
g (Accused Petitioner Confined In Central Jail, Jaipur).
§_ ----Petitioner
% Versus
State Of Rajasthan, Through PP
----Respondent

§ S.B. Criminal Miscellaneous Bail Application No. 15451/2024
% Malaram S/o Mangilal, Aged About 29 Years, R/o Dolikala, Police
§ Station Kalyanpur, Distt. Balotra, Rajasthan.
§ (Accused Petitioner Presently Confined In Central Jail, Jaipur).
----Petitioner
Versus
State Of Rajasthan, Through PP
----Respondent

S.B. Criminal Miscellaneous Bail Application No. 15452/2024

Subhash Vishnoi S/o Shri Arjunram, Aged About 32 Years, R/o
Guda Vishnoiyan, Police Station Vivek Vihar, Distt. Jodhpur,
Rajasthan.

(Accused Petitioner Presently Confined In Central Jail, Jaipur).
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----Petitioner
Versus

State Of Rajasthan, Through PP
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----Respondent
S.B. Criminal Miscellaneous Bail Application No. 15453/2024

Priyanka Kumari S/o Bhagirathram Vishnoi, Aged About 28
Years, R/o Devada Police Station Bagra, Distt. Jalore (Raj.). At
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Present Probationary Sub Inspector (Trainee), Rajasthan Police
Academy, Jaipur.

% (Presently Confining In Central Jail, Jaipur).
% ----Petitioner
g Versus
State Of Rajasthan, Through PP
----Respondent

S.B. Criminal Miscellaneous Bail Application No. 15454/2024

% Rakesh S/o Suresh Kumar, Aged About 28 Years, R/o Maligaon,
E Police Station Bagarr, District Jhunjhunu (Raj.)
8 (Presently Confined At Central Jail, Jaipur).
§ ----Petitioner
Versus
State Of Rajasthan, Through PP
----Respondent

S.B. Criminal Miscellaneous Bail Application No. 15455/2024

Smt. Manju Devi Daughter Of Shri Ramji, Wife Of Shri Indra
Kumar, Aged About 30 Years, Resident Of 02Dm, Dhandha, Tehsil
Vijaynagar, Police Station Ramsinghpur, District Sri Ganganagar,
Rajasthan Present In-Laws Village Poti, Tehsil And District Churu,
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Rajasthan
:
g ( Presently In Judicial Custody Central Jail Ghatgate)
% ----Petitioner
q§ Versus
State Of Rajasthan, Through P.P.
----Respondent

S.B. Criminal Miscellaneous Bail Application No. 15456/2024

Surjeet Singh Yadav S/o Ramchandra Yadav, Aged About 26
Years, Resident Of Hardas Ka Bas, Dhani Padav Ki, Tehsil
Shrimadhopur Police Station Ajitgarh, District Neem Ka Thana

( Raj.)
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( At Present Confined In Central Jail Jaipur)
----Petitioner

Versus
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State Of Rajasthan, Through P.P
----Respondent
S.B. Criminal Miscellaneous Bail Application No. 15492/2024

Suresh Sahu S/o Jagdishram Sahu, Aged About 32 Years, R/o
Ridiya Dhora Village, Hemaguda, P.s. Jhaab, District Sanchor
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(At Present Accused Is Confined In Central Jail, Ajmer).
----Petitioner
Versus
State Of Rajasthan, Through PP

----Respondent
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S.B. Criminal Miscellaneous Bail Application No. 15457/2024

Gopiram Jangu S/o Kishanaramjangu, Aged About 25 Years,

£ R/o Siyago Ki Beri, P.s. Dhorimanna, Distt. Barmer
% ( Accused Is In Cutody Since 05-03-2024)
g ----Petitioner
Versus
State Of Rajasthan, Through P.P.
----Respondent
For Petitioner(s) :  Mr. Madhav Mitra, Sr. Adv. with

Mr. Veerendra Singh, Ms. Jaya Mitra,
Mr. Rakesh Choudhary, in SB CRLMB
No0s.15080/2024 & 15456/2024
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Mr. Vedant Sharma, Mr. Shivam
Sharma, in SB CRLMB Nos.
15081/2024, 15449/2024,
15450/202, 5451/2024 &
15452/2024

Mr. Deepak Chauhan, in SB CRLMB
No. 15082/2024
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Mr. Manoj Sheoran, Mr. Princepal
Singh, in SB CRLMB No. 15151/2024
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Mr. S.R. Bajwa, Sr. Adv. with Ms.
Savita Nathawat, in SB CRLMB No.
15152/2024

Mr. Karni Ola, in SB CRLMB
No.15153/2024

Mr. Gajveer Singh Rajawat, with Mr.
Suresh Khileri, in SB CRLMB No.
15448/2024

Mr. Yellop Singh, with Princepal Singh,
in SB CRLMB no. 15453/2024

Mr. Jitendra Choudhary, in SB CRLMB
Nos. 15454/2024 & 15455/2024

Mr. S.S. Hora, with Mr. T.C. Sharma
and Mr. Sahaj Veer Baweja in SB
CRLMB No. 15492/2024

Ms. Kanika Burman in Bail Appl. No.
15457/2024

For Respondent(s) : Mr. Anurag Sharma, learned Special
Public Prosecutor

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE GANESH RAM MEENA

Order
Date of Reserve HH December 09, 2024
Date of Pronouncement - December 12, 2024
1. All these post arrest bail applications have been

filed by the accused petitioners in connection with FIR
No0.0010/2024 dated 03.03.2024 registered at Police Station
Special Police Station (SOG), District ATS & SOG, for the
offences punishable under sections 419, 420 and 120B IPC,
sections 4,5 and 6 of the Rajasthan Public Examination

(Prevention of Unfair Means) Act, 1992 (for short ‘the Act of
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1992") and section 66D of the Information & Technology Act,
2008 (for short ‘the Act of 2008’), hence, same are being

decided by this common order.

www.ecourtsindia.com

2. The brief facts of the case are that complainant
Niyaj Mohammad Khand, Dy. Superintendent of Police, ATS &
SOG lodged an FIR N0.0010/2024 dated 03.03.2024 at Police
Station Special Police Station (SOG), District ATS & SOG, for

the offences punishable under sections 419, 420 and 120B

www.ecourtsindia.com

IPC, sections 4,5 and 6 of the Act of 1992 and section 66D of

the Act of 2008, which is quoted as under:-

“AdgT & 1 FHYT TT 540 /2020 ERT 420, 12041 ITSHH T
&RT 4,/6 XToT. TIdoil® GOET a7 1992 &ITT WY GTqgY
ud T SFGET 7 O e Ylord gNT a1 o ¥&T & <N
GO IE TF WA T & & Waw qrer wreddt @fw
HHUSY e, AT EHAYN, GIYY § [T & 39 VRA @
FarEleEs & wY H O @uedald #rd #ed & Flaarh
goEmel & Ygv il #X qrefl |Ufdd AT & GRIET SIer
e g 4t &9 faredt qrar 9T |rE forer aiER, 3T &
Gew THe 9rg 9% Ueol Gle A S orIeierEaw [Aard!
ufaar s e 7 Riaea 7ic g7 4t gefiarer die onfa e
faredt 3 grT WforaraR forem SR 81T AIgIRIT W,
ALfa. Ieiaren &ie GeaTe forem SRR &1 W9 Qv 6—7
a5l § P=EEd AT GUeadle | & §9 I @& SURITd Waed
TI—9HT Y¥ §9 Yo @Y yv IJiford & drefl glaarh
gEms 7 da7 are srg gRfaT srRRfal & ¥ uF &1 #ar
H TG @USHalel W H3] oid 8 gBWl @ Foid oY Guecralel
@ 9 T F G FAIE §id Fel T | TG clld HaTl ST
7T I gford 9Y [ANE® / IIgT BATUe] Wil BY wEl
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fAsifar a5 2021 & FHIRT P IT TG T ATRIT F TP
13.09.2021 § 1509.2021 T% SEiford & T/ TRl & &
Yq¥ G9E P TR H GHT 10.0 T ¥ 12.00 TT TIT FORT YGR
WIIHTT IR § 9T 03.00 N9T & 05.00 NTT 0% §A BN AT |
39 GUBT FT U UOET Pw V" T qIeddl whaY daved)
e, AR, §6TYY, GTIYY H oT| ST e, The g
S% UoHor N g RavaT dIc 7 §9 ¥R 4 DarEEd e
GUSTAlT & T [AcidY 39 Y& &7 9e79A & e FT BT
STRIEE §SIF Yol §6 STIVRs §I9F @ P9 H Vo
GUSerar 7 I8 a9 197 & geiEl @ g v gifer @ qd
The 97 9% Yoo GERT B Y@ # Srard s ¥ gaaw
e 4 s BIct pics! ¥ gy 8N, FfE g & aiet
TET9A B 39 i d vEGT B qTard FA I Tl Heer NI
7T % oA ¥ Thiw vy 9% Ywor G Uuv @ YPe o
R@raay Swal Al BT W Bict g v Bl TR
Red & Aeider B 9v wRY |rewyy forarr &R/ g
e E W P¥I9 Se—3l §C YA UOET PR U¥ H¥UA I o
§9 o B qd W9 & P ford oI GUSedrd 1 e
THIed X1 @ T U8 Role gv Tl 91g 9% Gool Gt dt
S | fH Thw 9 9% Yo G & Srard siifew
# gy o o Sw@! oFTE Rravad Al @ $ge Fvart a1 ad
f&ar 137 RevaT aic @ §3¢ smard sifed & ey 3
frrert v weqr gfd 8g @g TE ) fRTE 13.09.2021 P TTATH
g% g% 81 § Se—3l ¢ Ugel S & FoT ISl ]Y Yger &
™ o gelord Fafad Fiorr 9uv cfiE YT d aworar 7@l
et | RTI& 14.09.2021 T 15.09.2021 B JIorT & Faled ThHo
Y 9% YHa e FEIUEl @ dw 9% FeT ¥ qd Srard
e 4 gudY vt Hice! ¥ gy TIT| FEIGAI B STErd
e & ¥& TIHY FAY Bl T ded & qearg e 9 9%
g%or et 7 9be H dRT @THY J9R [ABTeTdsY Aegd BT °
P wicl & @& Y9 # Gty d@e d v@eHv Sv # U B
fear| aoearg Ihe w7y S Geor Gl T GING @ICHed
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TN (AFF U 9WP AN BT ¥ Ho7 fagr/ 9u% o
P §3cr 4 TR [E 7 TAF 97 8% GHoT G B AHT
OV Guecaiel Bl g9 g w9d 391 S [EEE @
FICHIY U¥ 317 F¥797 &7 fAev | fi< forgr @& g9 597999
Pl BT BYT P GIEIT Gieds Yqv HI AT P AT 4FI H
Alge o WIgC Bvserd @ @ICWIT & ARTY U UV VP Wi
Vo fear) rdier [{eE 7 The 979 9% YHoT G §RT
P%I P TOIkIE Gd3TS YUY Bl [a7F 14.09.2021 T 15.09.2021
P YT TIT| WIET 8vSerd Siq arEel @ g7 gl & uue
UG @ UTART GO $RI aF UgardT TIT/ FIT UNT P gEr
TAIST 811 @ gRa 919 §9 TRl @ wige #vserd gIT gier
P% W o Ol BT e8I G BT YUY Gerr TIT o G
q%T BRI B FoErET T §9 G698 & ST SFTRIer faEis
7 T8 AveY FICHIT JY YV WIcdS HTUA It & ArRI—RT
g 9T T & v silv " s¥aEfT Hior g7 4t e
Homr et \IeHyY o 94T forem T @ AEIgd BT U
NG @IcwHay Gicds Uuv Hoir/ §YaET Hivm 7 faTie 14.09.
2021 FT Wicqs F¥9F 397 WEIFf T 39 AT & 6T T
RiE Trmaad & GiRY FICHIq BHP AlGIET BT YT HoT/
RT1# 14.09.2021 ®I arene g TrRmad 9 & o AT "7
WIoiw F199 9% g §F S dordrer afa J1eq fAard ersrard
T FIcTrSv Rorell orqge I, gYael7 @ Aeeger 8eagY
ygd | eNE Rig Trmad 7 Wolw 189 8% W9 7 9qIYY A
§YFET & i T ASHI Bl [F 14.09.2021 & T Gieds
U9 B YerIT/ YT 7 99 WEAFft 7 §9 WT T VF oy
wowy Rg ol [areh 3T & Alarga BT 9% 97 AEga BT
o T& dicas dgv dom forad #F qoenfal @ 99w ggarar)
g ave w@d g7 7 ft #% Wige dvead  ArIT W Y
gdEeal & gearar| Reg emf 7 Ty Hior faardt &avt forer
T ENT #% orrff gy yew 8 EYaET @I SUaEl FHeard
T4 | % 05.09.2021 BT S7NF g TRIGT 9 o= IS99 BB
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I $I TY e ghET & aftaferd 8T 9T/ § @I BT g¥iEr
P% 9IIYY o7/ EYET FT T f{FEE T e 9y 9%
goo el W §9 T q a1d B T SN e [{g g
Th& 979 & Wigc 8vscre §NT 37 Gl @I 93qYY & V&
gledT 4 o GPY HX H I NGl @ Wicas Uge AIgST BT
9% Y81 T4/ §7 I @ 9T i rarff siiv o forslT ff ea
UY AEIET BT 9% ST/ §7 i sl § W o oredf
e foraar T gagdt fardt fierw oft @ 3 o s
o/ 7 g 7 & i srarehf sreiw Ry Armaa, woiw I199 9%
Vo[ 7RI BTG 99 [A08d Uq WR Sifvi w9 @ gafaa 8 T/
aen® g TrRIIaT 9 Vo= J1eq 8% ¥y 7 ot a@ 97 fed
7 ¥ G T8 & 81 dugdl adarT d wroredrT glorey
ABIGH, TIYY H qoqd HRRIT AT #¥ V& &) o
Reg ghe 97g % Yool G 7 Rrava dic grT Ao
Wigc 8vserd EIVT Wieds YU @ Vo @ fafT ar &
HTHI TR & IR WY S UTdT TIT| §9F §INT YT
T4 7 srrff wrerTeer T gferd sidIeHt ' gorqa Hfewrer gred
PV V8 8-01. T [ReF [ared qrerarsT forer arg], 02 TR0
Zar fAwd Faret gRye forar wrEk, 03 wroredst (ard
favmaT forer wralR, 04. TR ST [Rardt RErT @1 3 srsEr,
05. 599 FAR [{FE [arf o G], JSHICT], dISHY 06.
FaieY Qe Faret srrforr, s1s9v o7, gew [ws fard
T, W4, 08. FYUMIT TN 09. 33% 4, 10. VAT FAIY,
11. Rfearer AR gt eT @7 16, qAS gPg T o
qofl QY [A0ed NToreelTT lord STpicHt H Jera HIRr red
FY V& & V9 gaa gAl St savr [ard fearad forer
GrRgY FIfMT §leY aaarT 4 gferd AT WY e d
qeTT IR 9157 &% V&l 8/ e [{es 7§ Thd 919 §RT
Ter T [ SRl 7 SifRT w9 W Fafd 8 @ SIaoe
9Y f¥0ed U< G% GileT T8l 19T 8— 01. 3NE g TrRiEd, o2,
VoI JI99 9% V9, 03. Rigrl a1eq g7 woiw T fAardt
I T PF o9 FIMT srRfal 3 #f wieT T far &
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T e T @ wrr fRase quw wRe fRard arEk
3f7eT AR T 8% I%fiE HIvm g G @rHT At Wik 7
HE o AN T BB G TH G Y% Ad YT BT
Frf 14T & FrearaY 4 U= WRT g GO STHT T GIF AT
JIIR BY YUY i Byt BT P [ARaY SRt v@T| g ave sifve
ZAR Hom 9% IRE Hior 7 A ST EleY §9 B @ G
var| o & AT srn—er WY Y geEmell @ U9 e e
T B BT T T gvg B AT et gEm a1 99v Wi
T wY g # Reifa 7 ged AT P e wewr @ fRvarg 7
d&Y TN o i g vuv B T BRI @Y adl off) g9
gor &4t AT faelt 7 el ave sae 7 SaR® WY | Jef 5%
oft| rrdter [{eE AT @ waew e RiE ArRmad @ U
fRTI® 14.09.2021 & Wicas UUw BYGET GINT Tad STl or
ygrarT & ford fAor@ard T4 o gveg S¥NE g TRIaT | URE
g wYd F Sifier FHIR HIUT 9% INFE Bl 9FT Wieds Uue
99 oF | fier AR Hor 9% I"RiE Hiom 7 W@ T T 9
wIgc gveard FHcer Hvm fAard e forar wEyY, et
oAl et sy forer Wieve & argw | qof srmefar &t
Wicas Uge Ygardr TIT| §9P AR SifNe FHIR HIUT 8%
IRRE T T i w9d F U= URT B 99q @icds Uy
dg7 F7 T 3T s v arg wY g 3 Goedey
ST G Hom 9% IRFIE 7 9FT Hicae UTH @ qUR GRT
& AEIEeT BIT U¢ 467 T/ YU @R § GO STHT T ST
wIgc dvserd, 01. gfaer [Rardt Tooiarer Hiemaa forem Al
02. 987% [arelt sy@icfl, w@raR, 03 Qe #1g [Aardt s9rsr,
TG, 04. BHAT FTHT (GO STBT BT 4TS), 05 GooT I [Fared
BIFIIST WTak (QR9T @r@T T offer) , 05 fwer weer fAared
Rerfl, wrgiv (G T & AT FT ASP]) Sfe & AT
=1 siRfal &l Wicas Uuw e o S WY @ Fgfd
EIHY XTI Gforer SipraHt § e FREIT gra #W v 8-
01. SFARiE fAardt Ryarer wrgle 02, #FIsY @rer [Aardt fafaar
FT e HFTe, Wral, 03. FHEVE Aard AT, wiak, o4,
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Tl [§1g faret wreE ] gae sifaRad g AT & arfaa
8V o srIelf sifR WY W gafaa gleY qorqa AT Ted
PV V8 B/ YU= GRT T G ST FT YR T rereff gdior
ReE g3 gordly ReE [Aardf S@e arEk 3 sfE &7 @
TIMT 8 @ I99Q 9Y [eF 9T YR GilgT TEl 19T 81 weT
& qyaener eI Aardt svaelt wrEak 7 gad vE arft o o
Wicas UTd 9grd T4 o/ §9 PN TN 9% 9 ThE 9y
IVIRF §€I9 P TEd ORI WSS &USid @ ARgT ¥
guviad eIl B 9T e Wil a1 Hicas Yud faTiw 14,
09.2021 T 15092021 HT T @HY Ggarar T/ forad
Bovawy 9aT goErRff 8y AfaE wdf gder 4 wBa g4 aur
7T 4 Hicas UTd W Heq off | $1 a¥E SfAcT AR HIT 8%
eRfiE Hiom 7 Suvied Wige dvsard @ Aes | yvenefal &r
Wicas UTe SVIRr @aY Yerd | YU IR § G STPHT 7 IR
Il & eI B S8 Wicds U9 9graT forad By
q =TT 8 § "B g4/ §9 FHR 89 SRfal 7 87
e oder % wwer g ¥ sgfa are @t 9ee ot & 399
ARG IITeITT Glere SpTaH), STIYY 3 Jorqe HIRMETTT <l &V
vw 97 gl & & guw sy Cheating by

impersonation ¥ @%a & ¥ SR "T ST &
U9 fie FYH qict SuNIgT GIod g §RT 8 fAEs Hel
qET 2021 H STgfad @R T W @7 WAl BY ANT
Al @t g fawg GErgar @¥ 9% WIY oI YgaraT &,
fore® Bereawy /AT aTIRff wwer 81 H HHIe §9 o
arg srff wwar &M W dfad 4 T 39 TN A
IRl @I weIy §If7 ugarg Tt 9uv AiEd FRiE & el 7
OFT GIIOT UV PIeT HY PRSI &G4 BT 6N AT HIT
f&ar & o/ Ruid 99 #v fdeT & & gl & fawg o9

g Ruic 3o #v¢ savas Frfarst 8g sigeer 8"
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3. Mr. Madhav Mitra, Sr. Adv. assisted by Mr. Veerendra
Singh, Ms. Jaya Mitra & Mr. Rakesh Choudhary, in Bail

Application No0s.15080/2024 & 15456/2024, Mr. Vedant

www.ecourtsindia.com

Sharma and Mr. Shivam Sharma, in Bail Application Nos.
15081/2024, 15449/2024, 15450/202, 5451/2024 &
15452/2024, Mr. Deepak Chauhan, in Bail Application No.

15082/2024, Mr. Manoj Sheoran, Mr. Princepal Singh, in Bail

www.ecourtsindia.com

Application No. 15151/2024, Mr. S.R. Bajwa, Sr. Adv. assisted
by Ms. Savita Nathawat, in Bail Application N0.15152/2024,
Mr. Karni Ola, in Bail Application No.15153/2024, Mr. Gajveer

Singh Rajawat and Mr. Suresh Khileri, in Bail Application No.
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15448/2024, Mr. Yellop Singh and Princepal Singh, in Bail
Application No. 15453/2024, Mr. Jitendra Choudhary, in Bail
Application Nos. 15454/2024 & 15455/2024 and Ms. Kanika
Burman in Bail Application No. 15457/2024, submitted that

the accused petitioners have been falsely implicated in this

www.ecourtsindia.com

case as general and omnibus allegations have been levelled
against them. It has been submitted that the allegations
against the accused petitioners are of reading the solved

question paper on Mobile phone on WhatsApp provided to

www.ecourtsindia.com

them by the site handlers of the persons involved and
managed in leakage of question paper and they passed the

examination. It has also been submitted that this exercise
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taken place in one and a half hours. It is highly impractical
for a candidate to read the solved question paper on a mobile
set that too in a very short span, as, the candidates are

required to reach the Center an hour before examination.

www.ecourtsindia.com

However, no such evidence has been collected by the
Investigating Agency during the course of investigation which
connects the accused petitioners with the alleged crime.

It has also been submitted that the offences alleged

www.ecourtsindia.com

to have been committed by the accused petitioners are
triable by the Magistrate, charge-sheet has since been filed
against them and the trial of the case is likely to take time to

conclude. It has also been submitted that the accused
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petitioners have committed no offence of cheating or forgery.

It has also been submitted that there is no evidence
on record so as to connect the accused petitioners with the
alleged offences except the information given by them under

section 27 of the Indian Evidence Act, which cannot be the

www.ecourtsindia.com

sole ground for conviction.
It has also been submitted that co-accused persons
namely; (1) Karanpal Godara s/o Omprakash Godara (Bail

Application No. 6717/2024), (2) Ekta d/o Mohan Singh (Bail

www.ecourtsindia.com

Application No0.6728/2024), (3) Manohar Lal s/o Shri
Kishnaram (Bail Application No0.7340/2024), (4) Surendra

Kumar s/o Mohanram (Bail Application No.7351/2024), (5)
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Rohitashwa Kumar s/o Shri Shishupal Jaat (Bail Application
No.7364/2024), (6) Premsukhi w/o Shri Rajkumar d/o Shri

Ramswaroop (Bail Application N0.9183/2024), (7) Abhishek

www.ecourtsindia.com

Vishnoi s/o Shri Dalpatsingh Vishnoi (Bail Application
No0.9710/2024), (8) Rajeshwari d/o Babulal (Bail Application
No0.11330/2024), (9) Neeraj Kumar s/o Kawar Singh Yadav
(Bail Application N0.13393/2024), and (10) Praveen Kumar

s/o Shri Mohan Lal Vishnoi (Bail Application N0.11531/2024),

www.ecourtsindia.com

have been granted the benefit of bail by this Court vide order
dated 22.11.2024 and the case of the present accused
petitioners stands on similar footings to that of above-named

accused persons who have been granted indulgence of bail by
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this Court.

It has also been submitted that during the course of
investigation, the accused petitioners were arrested, the
details of arrest of each of the accused petitioner is

mentioned in the form of chart, which is as under:-

www.ecourtsindia.com

S.No. Name of accused petitioner Date of Arrest
1. Vivek Bhambhu 05.03.2024
2. Sharwan Kumar 05.03.2024

E 3. Renu Kumari 09.10.2024

é 4, Naresh Kumar 05.03.2024

: 5. Ajay Vishnoi 03.04.2024

% 6. Narngi Kumari 05.03.2024
7. Dinesh Kumar 12.07.2024
8. Suresh Kumar Bagadia 03.04.2024
0. Dinesh Vishnoi 03.04.2024
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10. Malaram 03.04.2024
11. Subhash Vishnoi 03.04.2024

E 12.  Priyanka Kumari 06.10.2024

: 13. Rakesh 03.04.2024

: 14, Smt. Manju Devi 31.08.2024

% 15. Surjeet Singh 09.10.2024
16. Gopiram Jangu 05.03.2024
4, Mr. Anurag Sharma, learned Special Public Prosecutor

while opposing the bail application of accused petitioner-

www.ecourtsindia.com

Vivek Bhambhu has submitted that the accused petitioner has
willingly gave information while he was in custody that his
brother Pankaj contacted Uniqu Bhambhu and Uniqu
Bhambhu said that he will provide a mobile set and will

transmit the solved question paper before the written
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examination starts and later-on he received the question
papers on mobile and after going through the same on
mobile, appeared in the examination. Learned Special Public

Prosecutor also submitted that the a mobile set was also

www.ecourtsindia.com

recovered from the accused petitioner while he was arrested.
Some documents were also recovered at the instance of the
accused petitioner which were sent to the FSL Department for

its report. The FSL Report certifies the handwriting of the

www.ecourtsindia.com

accused petitioner.
5. Mr. Anurag Sharma, learned Special Public Prosecutor

while opposing the bail application of accused petitioner-
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Sharwan Kumar Vishnoi has submitted that after arrest the
accused petitioner at his own sweet will informed the
Investigating Officer that for the SI Written Examination of

question paper he contacted Jagdish Vishnoi who said that a

www.ecourtsindia.com

person of Unig Bhambhu will allow to read both the solved
papers and will leave at the examination center. He also
submitted that during search of the residence of the accused

petitioner, a slip was also found with the mention that out of

www.ecourtsindia.com

Rs.20 lakh as agreed, Rs.10 lakh have been paid to Jagdish
at the Farm House and in the FSL Report the said handwriting
has been verified to be of the accused petitioner.

6. Mr. Anurag Sharma, learned Special Public Prosecutor
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while opposing the bail application of accused petitioner-
Renu Kumari has submitted that she was provided solved
paper by Purshottam Dadhich before the examination and the
call details of the mobile phone number of the accused

petitioner were also taken on record which speaks of the

www.ecourtsindia.com

conversation of the accused petitioner with Purshottam
Dadhich. Some documents were also seized during the
search, which were sent for the FSL report and in the FSL

Report the handwriting of the accused petitioner has been

www.ecourtsindia.com

verified.
7. Mr. Anurag Sharma, learned Special Public Prosecutor

while opposing the bail application of accused petitioner-
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Naresh Kumar has submitted that the accused petitioner
during investigation willingly gave the information that his
conversation was done with Jagdish Vishnoi for reading the

paper of SI Examination, 2021 and Jagdish Vishnoi told him

www.ecourtsindia.com

that on the date of examination, a call of his person will come
and he will allow to read both to solved papers to him and he
will leave at the Center. It has also been submitted that the

house of the accused petitioner was searched and during the

www.ecourtsindia.com

course of search one handwritten paper was recovered.
Learned Special Public Prosecutor also submitted that the a
mobile set was also recovered from the accused petitioner

while he was arrested. Some documents were also recovered
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at the instance of the accused petitioner which were sent to
the FSL Department for its report. The FSL Report certifies
the handwriting of the accused petitioner.

8. Mr. Anurag Sharma, learned Special Public Prosecutor

while opposing the bail application of accused petitioner- Ajay

www.ecourtsindia.com

Vishnoi has submitted that the accused petitioner willingly
gave information that before the examination of SI, for
getting the paper, he talked through Shaitana Ram,

Constable, who is posted in Police Station Dangiyawas. It has

www.ecourtsindia.com

also been submitted that the accused petitioner also gave the
information that through Vishnu Sav, for getting the paper

from Shaitana Ram, Constable he settled to take the paper in
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Rs.15 lakh and out of the aforesaid amount he called Vishnu
Sav at Dangiyawas to give Rs.5 lakh to Shaitana Ram. The
place where the said amount was given was verified.

It has also been submitted by the learned Public

www.ecourtsindia.com

Prosecutor that the accused petitioner also willingly gave
information that through Vishnu Sav, for getting the paper
from Shaitana Ram, Constable before starting of the

examination, he settled to take the paper in Rs.15 lakh. Out

www.ecourtsindia.com

of aforesaid amount, Rs.10 lakh were given to Visnu Say,
which were to be paid to Shaitanram, at Sukhi Hotel in Village
Karwad. It has also been submitted that a mobile set was

also recovered from the accused petitioner while he was
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arrested. Some documents were also recovered at the
instance of the accused petitioner which were sent to the FSL
Department for its report. The FSL Report certifies the
handwriting of the accused petitioner.

0. Mr. Anurag Sharma, learned Special Public Prosecutor

www.ecourtsindia.com

while opposing the bail application of accused petitioner-
Nargi Kumari submitted that the accused petitioner willingly
gave the information that for reading the paper of SI

Examination, she talked with Jagdish Vishnoi and Jagdish

www.ecourtsindia.com

Vishnoi told to her that when she will reach Ajmer, a call of
his person will come and his person will allow to read the

solved question papers to her. The accused petitioner also
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stated that she was allowed to read the papers near Anasagar
Lake, which she identified. Learned Special Public Prosecutor
also submitted that the a mobile set was also recovered from

the accused petitioner while he was arrested. Some

www.ecourtsindia.com

documents were also recovered at the instance of the
accused petitioner which were sent to the FSL Department for
its report. The FSL Report certifies the handwriting of the

accused petitioner.

www.ecourtsindia.com

10. Mr. Anurag Sharma, learned Special Public Prosecutor
while opposing the bail application of accused petitioner-
Dinesh Kumar submitted that the accused petitioner willingly

gave the information that he read the solved paper of SI
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Examination through Om Prakash Dhaka for which he gave
Rs.3 lakh to him in Jodhpur. The accused petitioner also
stated that his written examination was held on 14.09.2021
in Udaipur and he arranged to read the solved paper on the

mobile of handler of Om Prakash Dhaka. Learned Special

www.ecourtsindia.com

Public Prosecutor also submitted that the a mobile set was
also recovered from the accused petitioner while he was
arrested. Some documents were also recovered at the

instance of the accused petitioner which were sent to the FSL

www.ecourtsindia.com

Department for its report. The FSL Report certifies the

handwriting of the accused petitioner.
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11. Mr. Anurag Sharma, learned Special Public Prosecutor
while opposing the bail application of accused petitioner-
Surendra Kumar Bagadia submitted that accused petitioner

willingly gave the information that neighbourer of his village

www.ecourtsindia.com

Shiv Singh sent leaked solved papers on his Mobile Phone on
WhatsApp and he agreed to give Rs.20 lakh to Shiv Singh
Shekhawat. The accused petitioner also stated that he gave

Rs.20 lakh to Shiv Singh in two installments in his Dhani,

www.ecourtsindia.com

which was verified. Learned Special Public Prosecutor also
submitted that the a mobile set was also recovered from the
accused petitioner while he was arrested. Some documents

were also recovered at the instance of the accused petitioner
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which were sent to the FSL Department for its report. The
FSL Report certifies the handwriting of the accused petitioner.
12. Mr. Anurag Sharma, learned Special Public Prosecutor
while opposing the bail application of accused petitioner-

Dinesh Vishnoi submitted that the accused petitioner willingly

www.ecourtsindia.com

gave the information that in regard to SI Examination, his
conversation was made with Atul Vishnoi. Accused petitioner
further stated that as per say of Atul Vishnoi, the site

handlers of Jagdish Vishnoi and Uniq Bhambu allowed to read

www.ecourtsindia.com

the leaked solved papers in Kota, which was verified. He also
submitted that the a mobile set was also recovered from the

accused petitioner while he was arrested. Some documents
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were also recovered at the instance of the accused petitioner
which were sent to the FSL Department for its report. The
FSL Report certifies the handwriting of the accused petitioner.

13. Mr. Anurag Sharma, learned Special Public Prosecutor

www.ecourtsindia.com

while opposing the bail application of accused petitioner-
Malaram submitted that the accused petitioner willingly gave
the information that he contacted through Shrawan Vishnoi,

who is site handler of Jagdish Vishnoi and Uniq Bhambu for

www.ecourtsindia.com

reading the leaked papers on Tablet in Bikaner in Rs.20 lakh.
The accused petitioner further stated that he gave Rs.20 lakh
in cash to Shrawan Ram in his house, which has been

verified. He also submitted that the a mobile set was also
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recovered from the accused petitioner while he was arrested.
Some documents were also recovered at the instance of the
accused petitioner which were sent to the FSL Department for
its report. The FSL Report certifies the handwriting of the

accused petitioner.

www.ecourtsindia.com

14. Mr. Anurag Sharma, learned Special Public Prosecutor
while opposing the bail application of accused petitioner-
Subash Vishnoi submitted that the accused petitioner willingly

gave the information that the site handlers of Jagdish Vishnoi

www.ecourtsindia.com

and Unig Bhambhu @ Pankaj Choudhary allowed to read the
leaked solved papers on mobile in Jaipur, which was verified.

The accused petitioner also stated that a settlement of Rs.20
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lakh was done of him with Atul Vishnoi to be given after
joining and this amount has to be given to him. He also
submitted that the a mobile set was also recovered from the

accused petitioner while he was arrested. Some documents

www.ecourtsindia.com

were also recovered at the instance of the accused petitioner
which were sent to the FSL Department for its report. The
FSL Report certifies the handwriting of the accused petitioner.

15. Mr. Anurag Sharma, learned Special Public Prosecutor

www.ecourtsindia.com

while opposing the bail application of accused petitioner-
Priyvanka Kumari has submitted that the accused petitioner
willingly gave the information that before conducting of the

examination, she along-with her brother read the leaked
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solved paper on mobile from Gopal Saran in Jaipur, which was
verified. The accused petitioner further stated that Gopal
Saran sent the leaked solved paper on Mobile Phone on
WhatsApp of her brother Dinesh and her brother got it read

to her. Some documents were also recovered at the instance

www.ecourtsindia.com

of the accused petitioner which were sent to the FSL
Department for its report. The FSL Report certifies the
handwriting of the accused petitioner.

16. Mr. Anurag Sharma, learned Special Public Prosecutor

www.ecourtsindia.com

while opposing the bail application of accused petitioner-
Rakesh has submitted that the accused petitioner willingly

gave the information that the site handler of Unig Bhambhu
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@ Pankaj Choudhary arranged to read the leaked solved
paper on mobile in Kota, which was verified. The accused
petitioner also stated that in regard to solved leaked paper, a

settlement of Rs.9 lakh was done in between him and Uniq

www.ecourtsindia.com

Bhambhu @ Pankaj Choudhary. Out of the aforesaid amount,
Rs.2 lakh were given in cash before the examination to Uniq
Bhambhu in Churu near Karni Tea Stall, which was verified.

He also submitted that the a mobile set was also recovered

www.ecourtsindia.com

from the accused petitioner while he was arrested. Some
documents were also recovered at the instance of the
accused petitioner which were sent to the FSL Department for

its report. The FSL Report certifies the handwriting of the
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accused petitioner.

17. Mr. Anurag Sharma, learned Special Public Prosecutor
while opposing the bail application of accused petitioner-
Smt. Manju Devi has submitted that the accused petitioner

willingly gave the information that she read the solved leaked

www.ecourtsindia.com

paper of SI in Jaipur outside the examination center on the
Mobile Phone on WhatsApp of Deepak Rahad. He also
submitted that the a mobile set was also recovered from the

accused petitioner while he was arrested. Some documents

www.ecourtsindia.com

were also recovered at the instance of the accused petitioner
which were sent to the FSL Department for its report. The

FSL Report certifies the handwriting of the accused petitioner.
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18. Mr. Anurag Sharma, learned Special Public Prosecutor
while opposing the bail application of accused petitioner-
Surjeet Singh Yadav has submitted that the accused

petitioner willingly gave the information that before 3-4 days

www.ecourtsindia.com

of written examination, he got received three sets of solved
question papers from his brother Nagesh. The accused
petitioner also stated that at which place he prepared from

the aforesaid question papers, he can show the same, which

www.ecourtsindia.com

were identified. The call details of the mobile phone number
of the accused petitioner were also taken on record which
speaks of the conversation of the accused petitioner with his

brother Nagesh. Some documents were also seized during the

I=
<}
C
ol
i<}
=
(2]
i
=
3
<}
o
o

search, which were sent for the FSL report and in the FSL
Report the handwriting of the accused petitioner has been
verified.

19. Mr. Anurag Sharma, learned Special Public Prosecutor

while opposing the bail application of accused petitioner-

www.ecourtsindia.com

Gopiram Jangu has submitted that the accused petitioner
willingly gave the information that for the paper of SI
Examination, he talked with Jagdish Vishnoi at his Farm

House. The accused petitioner stated that Jagdish Vishnoi told

www.ecourtsindia.com

him that whenever he (accused petitioner) will go Bikaner for
appearing in the examination, his person will meet him in

Bikaner and his person will arrange both solved papers on his
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mobile will drop him (accused petitioner) at the examination
center. The accused petitioner also stated that on 15.9.2021
his examination Center for SI was in Bikaner. The accused

petitioner also stated the person of Jagdish Vishnoi contacted

www.ecourtsindia.com

him and took him near the examination center and read him
the solved papers. He also submitted that the a mobile set
was also recovered from the accused petitioner while he was

arrested. Some documents were also recovered at the

www.ecourtsindia.com

instance of the accused petitioner which were sent to the FSL
Department for its report. The FSL Report certifies the
handwriting of the accused petitioner.

20. Mr. S.S. Hora with Mr. T.C. Sharma and Mr. Sahaj
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Veer Baweja in Bail Application N0.15492/2024 submitted

that the accused petitioner has falsely been implicated in this
case as he has nothing to do with the alleged incident.
Counsel further submitted that the accused petitioner is in

custody since 26.3.2024 i.e. since last eight months. The

www.ecourtsindia.com

offences alleged to have been committed by the accused
petitioner is triable by Magistrate, charge-sheet has been filed
and the trial of the case is likely to take time to conclude.

Counsel also submitted that the case of the present

www.ecourtsindia.com

accused petitioner is on better footing than the case of co-
accused Praveen Kumar, who is alleged to be a paper solver

in the aforementioned FIR and he has been granted
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indulgence of bail by this Court vide order dated 22.11.2024.
It has also been submitted that the allegation against the
accused petitioner is merely of a site-handler to a person who

himself is not directly related to the leaking of paper. It has

www.ecourtsindia.com

also been submitted that the accused petitioner was not
present at the place of incident on the alleged date of incident
i.e. 14.09.2021 as he was on duty in his school located at

Rampura, Chitalwana.
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Counsel also submitted that no recovery has been
made from the accused petitioner or at his instance in
accordance with section 27 of the Indian Evidence Act.

Counsel also submitted that no grounds of arrest were
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provided to the accused petitioner at the time of arrest.
In support of his submissions, counsel has placed
reliance upon following judgments:-

1. Navaneethankrishnan V. State, reported in (2018) 16 SCC
161;

www.ecourtsindia.com

2. Prabir Purkayastha v. State (NCT of Delhi), reported in
(2024) SCC OnLine SC 934, and

3. Mahesh Pandurang v. State of Maharashtra (WP (ST No.
13835 of 2024 Bom HC).

21. Mr. Anurag Sharma, learned Special Public Prosecutor

while opposing the bail application of accused petitioner-

www.ecourtsindia.com

Suresh Sahu submitted that there are evidence available on

the record which has been collected during investigation,
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which clearly speaks of the involvement of the accused
petitioner in leakage and transmitting of the question papers
to various candidates of SI Recruitment Examination. He also

submitted that the accused petitioner- Suresh Sahu at his
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own sweet gave information to the Investigating Agency that
after getting the solved question papers of SI Recruitment
Examination, 2021 from Bhupendra Saharan and Suresh

Dhaka, he on their instructions made available the solved
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papers to various candidates and he can show the place
where he has made available the solved question papers to
the candidates. On the said information given by the accused

petitioner under section 27 of the Evidence Act, the same was
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verified by him.

22. Learned Special Public Prosecutor also submitted that
the allegations against the accused petitioner- Suresh Sahu
on the basis of evidence collected during investigation, are

found to be proved. He also stated that two other criminal

www.ecourtsindia.com

cases of similar nature are pending against the accused
petitioner; one is Criminal Case No. 227/2022, registered on
25.12.2022 at Police Station Bekariya, District Udaipur

regarding the Teacher Gr.II Recruitment Examination, 2022

www.ecourtsindia.com

and second is Criminal Case No0.556/2022 registered on
21.12.2022 at Police Station Sabina, District Udaipur in

regarding to arranging the dummy candidates for appearing
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in Teacher Gr.II Recruitment Examination, 2022 in place of
original candidates.
23. Considered the submissions advanced by Counsel

appearing on behalf of the accused petitioner- Suresh Sahu,
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learned Special Public Prosecutor and gone through the
charge-sheet, factual report and other material made
available to the Court and so also the case law cited.

24. In the case of Navaneethakrishnan (supra), the

www.ecourtsindia.com

Hon’ble Apex Court in paras 26 and 27 has observed as
under:-

“26. Section 26 of the Evidence Act is applicable
only if the confessional statement leads to the

discovery of some new fact. The relevance is limited
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as relates distinctly to the fact thereby discovered.
In the case at hand, the Yashika Camera which was
recovered at the instance of Accused No. 3 was not
identified by the father as well as the mother of the
deceased. In fact, the prosecution is unable to prove

that the said camera actually belongs to the

www.ecourtsindia.com

deceased-John Bosco. Though the mobile phone is
recovered from A-1, but there is no evidence on
record establishing the fact that the cell phone
belongs to the deceased-John Bosco or to PW-8 as
the same was not purchased in their name. Further,

the prosecution failed to examine the person on

www.ecourtsindia.com

whose name the cell phone was purchased to show
that it originally belongs to PW-8 to prove the theory
of PW-8 that he had purchased and given it to the
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deceased John-Bosco. Further, the material objects,
viz., Nokia phone and Motor Bike do not have any
bearing on the case itself. The Nokia phone was
recovered from Accused No. 1 and it is not the case

that it was used for the commission of crime and

www.ecourtsindia.com

similarly the motor cycle so recovered was of the
father of Accused No. 3 and no evidence has been
adduced or produced by the prosecution as to how
these objects have a bearing on the case. In fact,
none of the witnesses have identified the camera or

stated the belongings of John Bosco. The said
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statements are inadmissible in spite of the mandate
contained in Section 27 for the simple reason that it
cannot be stated to have resulted in the discovery of
some new fact. The material objects which the

police is claimed to have recovered from the accused
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may well have been planted by the police. Hence, in
the absence of any connecting link between the
crime and the things recovered, there recovery on
the behest of accused will not have any material

bearing on the facts of the case.

27. The law is well settled that each and every

www.ecourtsindia.com

incriminating  circumstance must be clearly
established by reliable and clinching evidence and
the circumstances so proved must form a chain of
events from which the only irresistible conclusion
about the guilt of the accused can be safely drawn

and no other hypothesis against the guilt is possible.
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In a case depending largely upon circumstantial
evidence, there is always a danger that conjecture

or suspicion may take the place of legal proof. The
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court must satisfy itself that various circumstances
in the chain of events must be such as to rule out a
reasonable likelihood of the innocence of the
accused. When the important link goes, the chain of

circumstances gets snapped and the other
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circumstances cannot, in any manner, establish the
guilt of the accused beyond all reasonable doubt.
The court has to be watchful and avoid the danger
of allowing the suspicion to take the place of legal
proof for sometimes, unconsciously it may happen

to be a short step between moral certainty and legal

www.ecourtsindia.com

proof. There is a long mental distance between “"may
be true” and "must be true” and the same divides
conjectures from sure conclusions. The Court in
mindful of caution by the settled principles of law

and the decisions rendered by this Court that in a

I=
<}
C
ol
i<}
=
(2]
i
=
3
<}
o
o

given case like this, where the prosecution rests on
the circumstantial evidence, the prosecution must
place and prove all the necessary circumstances,
which would constitute a complete chain without a
snap and pointing to the hypothesis that except the

accused, no one had committed the offence, which
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in the present case, the prosecution has failed to

prove.”

25. In the case of Prabir Purkayastha (supra), the
Hon’ble Apex Court in paras 19, 22, 25 and 28 has held as

under:-

www.ecourtsindia.com

"19. Resultantly, there is no doubt in the mind of the

court that any person arrested for allegation of
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commission of offences under the provisions of UAPA
or for that matter any other offence(s) has a
fundamental and a statutory right to be informed
about the grounds of arrest in writing and a copy of

such written grounds of arrest have to be furnished

www.ecourtsindia.com

to the arrested person as a matter of course and
without exception at the earliest. The purpose of
informing to the arrested person the grounds of
arrest is salutary and sacrosanct inasmuch as this
information would be the only effective means for the

arrested person to consult his advocate; oppose the

www.ecourtsindia.com

police custody remand and to seek bail. Any other
interpretation would tantamount to diluting the
sanctity of the fundamental right guaranteed under
Article 22(1) of the Constitution of India.
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22. The learned ASG referred to the language of
Article 22(5) of the Constitution of India and urged
that even in a case of preventive detention, the
constitutional scheme does not require that the
grounds on which the order of detention has been

passed should be communicated to the detenu in

www.ecourtsindia.com

writing. Ex facie, we are not impressed with the said

submission.

25. Further, this Court in Lallubhai Jogibhai Patel v.
Union of India [Lallubhai Jogibhai Pate v. Union of
India, (1981) 2 SCC 427 : 1981 SCC (Cri) 463] , laid

down that the grounds of detention must be
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communicated to the detenu in writing in a language
which he understands and if the grounds are only

verbally explained, the constitutional mandate of
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Article 22(5) is infringed. The relevant para is
extracted hereunder : (SCC p. 436, para 20)

"20. ... "Communicate” is a strong word. It means

that sufficient knowledge of the basic facts

www.ecourtsindia.com

constituting the ‘“grounds” should be imparted
effectively and fully to the detenu in writing in a
language which he understands. The whole purpose
of communicating the “ground” to the detenu is to
enable him to make a purposeful and effective

representation. If the “grounds” are only verbally
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explained to the detenu and nothing in writing is left
with him, in a language which he understands, then
that purpose is not served, and the constitutional

mandate in Article 22(5) is infringed.”

28. The language used in Article 22(1) and Article
22(5) of the Constitution of India regarding the
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communication of the grounds is exactly the
identical. Neither of the constitutional provisions
require that the “grounds” of “arrest” or “detention”,
as the case may be, must be communicated in

writing. Thus, interpretation to this important facet

www.ecourtsindia.com

of the fundamental right as made by the
Constitution Bench while examining the scope of
Article 22(5) of the Constitution of India would ipso
facto apply to Article 22(1) of the Constitution of
India insofar as the requirement to communicate the

grounds of arrest is concerned.”

www.ecourtsindia.com

26. In the case of Mahesh Pandurang Naik (supra),

the Bombay High Court in para 24 has held as under:-
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"24. The decisions of the Apex Court in Pankaj
Bansal Vs. Union of India and in Prabir Purkayastha
Vs. State (NCT of Delhi), which now is the law
declared by the Apex Court, in the wake of Article
141 of the Constitution of India, bind all the Courts

within the territory of India. Similarly, in terms of

www.ecourtsindia.com

Article 144, since all the authorities, civil and
judicial, in the territory of India shall act in aid of the
Supreme Court, the law shall be followed by all
concerned, including the Courts as well as the

authorities exercising the power of arrest.
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In light of the elucidation of law in the above
manner, the focus being clause (1) of Article 22 of
the Constitution of India, when we have examined

the present case, it is evident that the grounds of
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arrest were not furnished to the Petitioner in writing
and the arrest/surrender form/panchnama produced
before us, column 8 is an unfilled column, which in
fact expected the arresting authority to ensure,
"whether the arrested person, after being informed

of the grounds of arrest and his legal rights, was

www.ecourtsindia.com

duly taken into custody on ---(date) --- (hours) ----
(place)". The form only indicate that the intimation
of arrest was given to Laxmi Pandurang Naik,
mother of the Petitioner. The station diary entry
record that note of his arrest has been taken in the

concerned Register and he was apprised of the

www.ecourtsindia.com

reasons of arrest and, thereafter, he was arrested.

The procedure followed by Respondent No.2 is

evidently in violation of sub-clause (1) of Article 22
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of the Constitution of India and, since, this
provision now stands interpreted by the Apex Court
in Pankaj Bansal (supra) and in the wake of the
declaration, coming into effect from 03/10/2023,

any arrest made thereafter must ensure

www.ecourtsindia.com

compliance, by indicating the 'ground(s) of arrest in

writing' expeditiously.

The ratio aid down by he Apex Court having been
declared to be law of land, binding on all courts of

the country, by virtue o Article 14 of the

www.ecourtsindia.com

Constitution of India, needless to state, must be
followed by each and every one, including any
officer/person/magistrate, before effecting arrest of
a person, in any case, where his arrest is deemed
necessary and this ground shall contain all such

details in the hand of the Investigating Officer,
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which necessitated the arrest of the accused.”

27. As regards the bail application of accused petitioner-
Suresh Sahu is concerned, on consideration of the

submissions made by the Counsel and the learned Special

www.ecourtsindia.com

Public Prosecutor and on perusal of the charge-sheet as well
as other material made available to the Court and so also the
judgments cited by the counsel for the accused petitioner and
more particularly the fact that the accused petitioner- Suresh

Sahu is found to be involved in two other criminal cases of

www.ecourtsindia.com

similar nature and so also the allegations against him which

are of serious and grave nature, affecting the recruitment
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system and the same is an offence against the whole society
and so also the view taken by this Court while considering the
bail applications of other co-accused persons namely;

Girdhariram s/o Birbal Ram, Jagdish Siyag s/o Shree

www.ecourtsindia.com

Bhagwanaram, Harkhu d/o Jogaram, Chetan Singh Meena s/o
Shravan Lal Meena, Dinesh Singh Chouhan s/o Dhanpat
Singh Chouhan, Rajaram @ Raju Matrix s/o Ramrakh, Ankita

Godara d/o Shri Shyam Sundar Vishnoi, Bhagwati Vishnoi
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w/o Vinay Vishnoi d/o Veeraram and Hanuman Prasad s/o
Gyarsilal, who were also found to be involved in paper leak
and distributing the solved papers for earning the money for

their personal interest, this Court is not inclined to enlarge
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the accused petitioner- Suresh Sahu on bail.
28. Accordingly, the bail application of accused petitioner-

Suresh Sahu is dismissed.

29. On consideration of submissions made by the Senior

www.ecourtsindia.com

Counsel and other counsels appearing on behalf of the
accused petitioners namely; Vivek Bhambhu, Sharwan Kumar
Vishnoi, Renu Kumari, Naresh Kumar, Ajay Vishnoi, Narngi
Kumari, Dinesh Kumar, Surendra Kumar Bagadia, Dinesh

Vishnoi, Malaram, Subhash Vishnoi, Priyanka Kumari, Rakesh,
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Smt. Manju Devi, Surjeet Singh Yadav and Gopiram Jangu as

well as the learned Special Public Prosecutor, as also the
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status report and the other material made available by the
learned Special Public Prosecutor, so also the contents of the
charge-sheet, the allegation against the above-named

accused petitioners is of reading the solved leaked papers on
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Mobile Cellphone before appearing in the examination and
answered the questions during the examination. The evidence
collected during investigation so as to substantiate the

allegations against them are recovery of certain documents
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which bears the entries in regard to the payment of money in

lieu of getting the solved papers.

30. The documents which have been said to be recovered

from the accused petitioners after their personal or residential
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search said to speak of allegations against the accused
petitioners. From the possession of the accused petitioner
Vivek Bhambhu, a slip is said to have been recovered with

the contents as under:-
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" faTIE 14 sep 2021 # WIT P 200 e TIFATT G 9TF
WEIT ¥ #erger o gv 9gv gger &/ & 8/

From the possession of the accused petitioner
-Sharwan Kumar, a paper has been recovered with the

following contents:-

www.ecourtsindia.com

“GOET ¥ 1—2 HIE Ys 20 G H © 10 G WYY
SIS &I BTH 8199 U¥ fad | ”
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From the possession of the accused petitioner-
Naresh Kumar also a paper has been recovered with the

following contents:-
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“foiflad Exam & §Ig 5 &I IR & 35H & 7T/
f¥forber Test & TNIT 5 AT SIS & 3TH @) 3/
3faq gRYIT & NI 10 T SFIIeT &) g ™

From the possession of the accused petitioner- Ajay

Vishnoi, a paper has been recovered with the following
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contents:-

“ ST g¥ET
" darToft SRR & 15 | 9 ™
“ gea—fasoyoft "

From the possession of the accused petitioner- Narngi
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Kumari, a paper has been recovered with the following

contents:-

“GIIGIT Off @7 STSHT GYET @ fe §aE Giedl 9 WUS
3IoTHY ¥ fAe)
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From the possession of the accused petitioner-
Surendra Kumar Bagadia, a paper has been recovered with

the following contents:-
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“ ST ggv
“Rrafg oft RAC 20 &TT I "
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From the possession of the accused petitioner-

Dinesh Vishnoi, a paper has been recovered with the

£
z following contents:-
: “HIR—15 G
% 7 & siger fRwE (Rotee o @ Q)"

From the possession of the accused petitioner-
Malaram, a paper has been recovered with the following

contents:-
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A\Y S I\\

“Quv & U S99 §I§c7 B Roiec I & 56 faT I
20 &g ®YY S9P BV GV g

From the possession of the accused petitioner-
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Subhash Vishnoi, a paper has been recovered with the

following contents:-
" ggerolt &I 20 T I &

From the possession of the accused petitioner-
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Rakesh, a paper has been recovered with the following

contents:-

"SI 9gv 2021"
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"2 g w4 [eie 12 Sep.2021 @ & H
#vfl Tea Stall & I e 417g & 7% 9™
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31. The aforementioned documents recovered from various
accused petitioners prima facie speak of some thing else than
what the Investigating Agency is claiming, though the same

is subject to the scrutiny by the trial court, though this Court
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is not doubting the fairness of the Investigating Officers
without there being any cogent evidence. However, looking to
the documents/ slips, as mentioned above, speak of some

kind of hanky panky because in an ordinary course a person
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will not retain loose papers with the contents as mentioned

above.

32. The offences under the Rajasthan Public

Examination (Prevention of Unfair Means) Act, 1992 have
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been described in sections 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7, which are quoted
as under:-

"3. Prohibition of use of unfairmeans.—No
person shall use unfairmeans at any public

examination.
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4. Unauthorised possession or disclosure of
question paper.-No person who is not lawfully
authorised or permitted by virtue of his duties so to
do shall, before the time fixed for distribution of
question papers to examinees at a public

examination—

www.ecourtsindia.com

(a) procure or attempt to procure or possess, such

question paper or any portion or copy thereof; or
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(b) impart or offer to impart, information which he
knows or has reason to believe to be related to, or
derived from or to have a bearing upon such

question paper.
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5. Prevention of leakage by person entrusted
with examination work.— No person who is
entrusted with any work pertaining to public
examination shall, except where he is permitted by
virtue of his duties so to do, directly, or indirectly

divulge or cause to be divulged or make known to
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any other person any information or part thereof
which has come to his knowledge by virtue of the
work being so entrusted to him.

6. Penalty.—Whoever contravenes or attempts to
contravene or abets the contravention of the

provisions of section 3 or section 4 or section 5, shall
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be punished with imprisonment for a term which may
extend to three years or with fine which may extend
to two thousand rupees or with both.

7. Penalty for offence with preparation to cause
hurt.— Whoever commits an offence punishable

under section 6 having made preparation for, causing

www.ecourtsindia.com

death of any person or causing hurt to any person or
assaulting any person or for wrongfully restraining
any person or for wrongful restraint shall be
punished with imprisonment for a term which may
extend to three years and shall also be liable to fine

which may extend to five thousand rupees.”
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33. The definition of ‘Unfair means’ has been given in
sub-section (c) of Section 2 of the Act of 1992, which is
quoted as under:-

“(c) "unfair means' in relation to an examination
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while answering question in a public examination,
means the unauthorised help from any person, or
from any material written, recorded or printed, in
any form whatsoever or the use of any
unauthorised telephonic, wireless or electronic or

other instrument or gadget; and”
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34. This Court while considering the bail application No.
5409/2024, Girdhariram Vs. State of Rajasthan and other bail
applications, decided on 22.11.2024 has observed in paras 58

and 59 as under:-
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"58. For consideration of bail to the accused in
view of the facts and allegations as stated in the
above paras, the Court is also conscious of the fact
that because of leakage of paper, the whole

recruitment process has come under clouds. The
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credibility of the recruitment agency has also been
doubted and the whole recruitment process has
been much adversely affected which is resulting
into adverse effect on the administration. The
allegations are of such a nature which put impact

on the whole society. However, in the back-ground
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of the allegations and the evidence collected by the
Investigating Agency, the criminal intention of the

accused petitioners is more material. The intention
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of certain accused persons in leakage of paper,
arranging dummy candidates, appeared as dummy
candidates, may be to gain finance for themselves
without keeping in mind the overall effect over the
recruitment process. The intention of some of the
accused petitioners who are the candidates and
appeared in the written examination after going
through the solved paper on the mobile for a
period of about one hour, may be to get some help
in answering the question, if allegations against
them are found to be proved.

59, It would not be appropriate at this stage
to make appreciation in regard to the allegations
against the accused petitioners, the submissions
made on their behalf and the evidence collected
during investigation because that may affect the
trial against these persons and so also the
investigation going on in the matter. The Court is
also conscious of the law laid down by the Hon’ble
Apex Court in various cases that ‘the bail is rule
and jail is exception” and same has also been
referred by the counsels appearing for the accused
by citing judgments, referred to above.”

35. Having considered the totality of the facts and
circumstances of the case, the gravity of the circumstances of
the case and so also the maximum sentence provided under
the law for the alleged offence and the period for which each
of the accused petitioner has already remained in custody,

the observations of this Court as regards the documents
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seized during the search from the accused petitioners and
more particularly the fact that certain co-accused persons
namely; Karanpal Godara, Ekta, Manohar Lal, Surendra

Kumar, Rohitashwa Kumar, Premsukhi, Abhishek Vishnoi,
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Rajeshwari and Neeraj Kumar, whose case is on similar
footings to the accused petitioners namely; Vivek Bhambhu,
Sharwan Kumar Vishnoi, Renu Kumari, Naresh Kumar, Ajay

Vishnoi, Narngi Kumari, Dinesh Kumar, Surendra Kumar
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Bagadia, Dinesh Vishnoi, Malaram, Subhash Vishnoi, Priyanka
Kumari, Rakesh, Smt. Manju Devi, Surjeet Singh Yadayv,
Gopiram Jangu, is on similar footings and therefore, they

deserve to be enlarged on bail.
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36. Accordingly, the bail applications of accused
petitioners namely; Vivek Bhambhu, Sharwan Kumar
Vishnoi, Renu Kumari, Naresh Kumar, Ajay Vishnoi,

Narngi Kumari, Dinesh Kumar, Surendra Kumar
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Bagadia, Dinesh Vishnoi, Malaram, Subhash Vishnoi,
Priyanka Kumari, Rakesh, Smt. Manju Devi, Surjeet
Singh Yadav and Gopiram Jangu, are allowed and and it is
ordered that the above-named accused petitioners in

connection with FIR No. 0010/2024 dated 03.03.2024
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registered at Police Station Special Police Station (SOG),

District ATS & SOG, shall be released on bail provided each of

This is a True Copy of the court records online. Authenticated @ https://eCourtsindia.com/cnr/RIHC021034642024/truecopy/order-2.pdf

www.ecourtsindia.com



www.ecourtsindia.com

[2024:RJ-JP:50569] (45 of 45) [CRLMB-15080/2024]

them shall furnish a personal bond in the sum of
Rs.1,00,000/- (Rs. One Lakh) with two sureties of

Rs.50,000/- (Rs. Fifty Thousand) each to the satisfaction of
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the learned Trial Judge for their appearance before the Court
concerned on all the dates of hearing and as and when called

upon to do so.

37. The Registry is directed to place a copy of this order in
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other connected bail applications.

(Ganesh Ram Meena) J

Sharma NK/Dy. Registrar
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