ITEM NO.15 Court 4 (vVideo Conferencing) SECTION II

SUPREME COURT OF INDTIA
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.) No(s). 4838/2020

(Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated 09-07-2020
in BA1 No. 895/2019 passed by the High Court Of Uttarakhand At
Nainital)

RAJU BAROI Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
THE STATE OF UTTARAKHAND & ANR. Respondent(s)

(FOR ADMISSION and I.R.

IA No. 90436/2020 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T.

IA No. 87893/2020 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T.

IA No. 99176/2020 - PERMISSION TO FILE ADDITIONAL
DOCUMENTS/FACTS/ANNEXURES

IA No. 90435/2020 - PERMISSION TO FILE ADDITIONAL
DOCUMENTS/FACTS/ANNEXURES)

WITH

SLP(Crl) No. 4837/2020 (II)

FOR EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T. ON IA 89469/2020

FOR PERMISSION TO FILE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS/FACTS/ANNEXURES ON IA
90438/2020

FOR PERMISSION TO FILE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS/FACTS/ANNEXURES ON IA
99170/2020

IA No. 89469/2020 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T.

IA No. 99170/2020 - PERMISSION TO FILE ADDITIONAL
DOCUMENTS/FACTS/ANNEXURES

IA No. 90438/2020 - PERMISSION TO FILE ADDITIONAL
DOCUMENTS/FACTS/ANNEXURES)

Date : 02-12-2020 These matters were called on for hearing today.

CORAM
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE UDAY UMESH LALIT
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VINEET SARAN

SwtﬁﬁmPetitioner(s) Mr. Pawanshree Agrawal, AOR
Sy Mr. Siddharth Sah, Adv.

LoceTe Ms. Abhipsa Anamika, Adv.

For Respondent(s) Mr. Atul Sharma, AOR
Ms. Rachna Gandhi, Adv.



Mr. Haresh Raichura, AOR

Mr. Ujjwal Pandey, Adv.
Mr. Ankur Yadav, AOR

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
ORDER

Heard Mr. Pawanshree Agrawal, learned counsel for the
Petitioner and Mr. Ujjwal Pandey and Ms. Vivya Nagpal,
learned counsel for the contesting respondents and Mr. Atul
Sharma, learned counsel for the State.

We Have been apprised that out of six eye withesses
cited to be examined in support of the case of the
prosecution, four have already been examined. Additionally,
the Doctor’s testimony as well as that of the investigating
officer’s is also over.

It is accepted that the main accused named Sanju
Vishwas who is alleged to have used the fire arm, is still in
custody. oOut of five accused involved in the matter, three
have been bailed out while Sanju Vishwas and Avinash Vishwas
are still in custody.

In the circumstances, we see no reason to interfere
with the orders granting bail to Subhash Vishwas and Ranjeet
Sarkar. We, however, direct the trial court to conclude the
trial as early as possible and preferably within six months

from the receipt of the copy of this order.



3

The special leave Petitions stand disposed of
accordingly.

Pending applications, if any, also stand disposed of.

(NEELAM GULATI) (PRADEEP KUMAR)
ASTT. REGISTRAR-cum-PS BRANCH OFFICER
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