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This petition was called on for hearing today.
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UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
ORDER

This special leave petition has been filed against the order
dated 23.10.2019 rejecting the bail application of the petitioner.
The petitioner is an accused in Case Crime No. 23/2019 registered
at Police Station Pandari at District Raipur under Sections 420,
467, 468, 471/34 of the Indian Penal Code.

Learned counsel for the petitioner informs that the charge
sheet has already been filed and charges have been framed.

Learned counsel for the State submits that the informant as
well as Md. Idris are cited as prosecution witnesses.

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that although
several dates have been fixed in the Trial Court yet trial has
neither begun nor statement of any witnesses has yet been recorded.

Mr. Vivek Tankha, learned senior counsel submits that the bail
application of the petitioner may be directed to be considered
afresh after statement of important witnesses are recorded.

Learned counsel for the State has also opposed the bail
application.

Considering the facts and circumstances of the case, we are of
the view that ends of justice be served in disposing this special
leave petition with an observation that the Trial Court shall first
proceed to record the statement of informant as well as Md. Idris.
After the statements are recorded, the petitioner shall be at
liberty to file a fresh bail application before the Trial Court

which shall be considered and decided expeditiously in accordance



with law without being influenced by the observations made in the
order of the High Court. Since the charges have been framed in the
year 2019, we are of the view that the Trial Court shall endeavour
to record the statement of two witnesses expeditiously preferably
within a period of four months.

The special leave petition stands disposed of with the above
observation.

Pending application, if any, stands disposed of.

(MEENAKSHI  KOHLI) (RENU KAPOOR)
ASTT. REGISTRAR-cum-PS COURT MASTER
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