z!' | TEM NO 15 COURT NO. 6 SECTI ON 1|

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).1178/2011

(From the judgenent and order dated 02/02/2011 in CRLMA No. 381/2011
of The H GH COURT OF U.P. BENCH AT LUCKNOW

SHASHI GUPTA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF U.P. & ANR Respondent ( s)
(Wt ht ?ppl n(s) for stay and vacation of ex-parte stay and of fice
r epor

Date: 14/03/2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE MARKANDEY KATJU
HON BLE MRS. JUSTI CE GYAN SUDHA M SRA

Kam ni Jai swal , Adv.
Nirmal Kr. Anbastha, Adv.
Ni rni mesh Dube, Adv.

For Petitioner(s)

Jayant Bhushan, Sr. Adv.
Jetendra Singh, Adv.
Vari nder Kunmar Sharma, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

Ardhendumaul i Kumar Prasad, Adv.
Gunnam Venkat eswara Rao, Adv.

SS 555 555

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Leave granted.
The Appeal is allowed.

( Raj esh Dham) ( I'ndu Satija)
Court Master Court Master

(signed order is placed on the file)
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
CRI' M NAL APPEAL NO 712 OF 2011
(arising out of S.L.P. (Crl) No(s).1178/2011)
SHASHI GUPTA Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS

STATE OF U. P. & ANR Respondent ( s)

Leave granted.



Thi s Appeal has been filed agai nst t he i mpugned

j udgnent of t he Hi gh Court of Judi cature at Al | ahabad

Lucknow Bench, dated 02.02.2011 passed in Crininal M sc.
Application No. 381 of 2011
The facts have been given in the inpugned judgnment and

hence we are not repeating the sane here, except wherever

necessary.
It appears t hat r espondent No. 2 herein is facing

trial in a mur der case. The appel | ant herein is t he

conpl ai nant being the w dow of the deceased. It appears

t hat r espondent No. 2 has been del ayi ng t he tria

repeatedly. As nany as 29 petitions have been filed by

r espondent No. 2 for transfer, quashi ng, etc. and, as

informed, a fresh petition is pending in the H gh Court.
Al r eady t he Cross-exam nati on of t he conpl ai nant by the

11
accused has been done and it runs into 72 pages. Thus, the

application filed before the Hi gh Court by respondent No. 2

to take the sanpl e of voice and photographs of the face and

body of t he conpl ai nant (appel | ant her ei n) for seeki ng
expert opi ni on is not hi ng but an att enpt to del ay t he
pr oceedi ngs and hol d up t he trial and hence, in our

opinion, it is mala fide.
In the result, we set aside the inpugned judgnment of
t he Hi gh Court and direct t hat t he trial be conpleted

expedi ti ously. The Appeal is all owed.

(GYAN SUDHA M SRA)
NEW DELHI ;
MARCH 14, 2011.



