2& TEM NO 1 COURT NO. 9 SECTI ON 1|

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).7537/2010

(From the judgenent and order dated 13/08/ 2010 in CRLMC No.
3022/ 2009 of The H GH COURT OF DELH AT N. DELHI)

RAMAN KUVR JUNEJA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

STATE (NCT OF DELHI) Respondent ( s)

(Wth appl n(s) for stay,inpleadnent and office report ))

Date: 02/03/2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE B. SUDERSHAN REDDY
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SURI NDER SI NGH NI JJAR

For Petitioner(s)
M Si ddharth Luthra, Sr.Adv.
M Adi tya Kumar Choudhary, Adv.
Vs Supriya Juneja, Adv.
Ms. Gargi Khanna, Adv.
M. Dhar mendra Kumar Si nha, Adv.
For Respondent (s)
M . Shekhar Kumar, Adv.
M
M
M

J.S. Attri, Sr.Adv.
. Mukesh Vernmm, Adv.
s Anil Katiyar, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

The application for inpleadnent is ordered.

Leave granted.

The appeal is disposed of in terns of the signed
order.

(Sukhbir Paul Kaur) (Renuka Sadana)
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. 629 COF 2011
(Arising out of SLP(Crl.)No.7537 of 2010)

RAMAN KUVAR JUNEJA Appel I ant (s)
Ver sus

STATE (NCT OF DELHI) Respondent ( s)



ORDER

The application for inpleadnent is ordered.

W have heard | earned senior counsel for the
parties.

Leave granted.

The appellant is facing trial under Section
406, 420 read with Section 120B of the |ndian Pena
Code (in short 'the IPC). The | earned Magi strate by
the Order dated 18th February, 2009 havi ng consi dered
the matter in right perspective and having taken the
rel evant facts into consideration directed the rel ease
of the appellant herein on bail subject to certain
conditions mentioned in the order

That order was challenged by the State before
the | earned Additional Sessions Judge. The | ear ned

Addi tional Sessions Judge by Order dated 26th August
-2

2009 cancelled the bail granted by the Trial Court and
in t he process t he | ear ned Judge made
observations which may affect and cause prejudice to
either of the parties. The said order is confirned by
t he Hi gh Court. The Hi gh Court made sone
observations al most finding the appellant to be guilty
of t he char ge. e express our reservation
manner in which the High Court disposed of the bai
appl i cati on. In our considered opinion, no observation
as such, on the merits of the case could have been nade
by the H gh Court and even by the Session Court.

Admittedly, the appellant is not involved in
any ot her case. He is aged about nore than 65 years.
He has al ready deposited his Passport in the Tria

Cour t and t her ef ore, it cannot be sai d

certain

further

t hat

t he

t he



appel l ant woul d not be available to face the trial

For the aforesaid reasons, the inpugned order

is set aside. The order passed by the Trial Court viz
t he | ear ned Magi strate shall stand restored.
It is needl ess to observe t hat

observations nade by the | earned Additional Sessions

Judge as well as by the H gh Court shall have no
- 3-

beari ng what soever on the nerits of the case and the
trial shall have to go on its own merits.
The appeal is, accordingly, disposed of.
The ampbunt of Rs.50 lacs stated to have been
deposited by t he appel | ant herein shal | remain in

deposit with the Registry of the High Court.

.................... J.
( SURI NDER SI NGH NI JJAR)

New Del hi ,
March 02, 2011

t he



