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ITEM NO.27     Court 13 (Video Conferencing)          SECTION II-B

               S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
                       RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.)  No(s).  2079/2020

(Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated 21-01-2020
in CRR No. 3571/2018 passed by the High Court Of Punjab & Haryana
At Chandigarh)

BITTOO                                             Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

BOBBY & ANR.                                       Respondent(s)

(IA  No.33074/2020-EXEMPTION  FROM  FILING  C/C  OF  THE  IMPUGNED
JUDGMENT and IA No.33077/2020-EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T.) 
 
Date : 06-09-2021 This matter was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :  HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE M.R. SHAH
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ANIRUDDHA BOSE

For Petitioner(s) Mr. R.S. Tanwar, Adv.
Mr. Khush Tanwar, Adv.

                  Mr. Rabin Majumder, AOR
                   
For Respondent(s) Mr. Pankaj Kumar Singh, Adv.
                  Mr. Seshatalpa Sai Bandaru, AOR

Mr. Vishal Mahajan, AAG
                  Dr. Monika Gusain, AOR
                    
          UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                             O R D E R

Feeling aggrieved and dissatisfied with the impugned judgment

and order dated 21.01.2020 passed by the High Court of Punjab &

Haryana at Chandigarh in CRR No. 3571/2018 by which the High Court

has released the Respondent No.1 on bail, the Original Complainant

has preferred the present Special Leave Petition.

It is not in dispute that the question of juvenility of the

Respondent No.1-accused is pending consideration before the High

Court in CRR No. 4092/2016.  There is already an order passed by
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the  Juvenile  Justice  Board  on  juvenility  in  favour  of  the

Respondent  No.1-accused.   However,  the  same  is  subject-matter

before the High Court by way of CRR No. 4092/2016.  

Under  the  circumstances,  it  cannot  be  said  that,  at  this

stage, the High Court has committed any error in releasing the

Respondent No.1 on bail.  However, considering the fact that the

offence  alleged  against  the  respondent  is  a  very  serious  one,

namely, for the offence punishable under Section 302 IPC and if

ultimately the CRR No. 4092/2016 is allowed and the question of

juvenility is held against the respondent-accused in that case,

there shall be great prejudice to the petitioner.  

Under the circumstances, we request the High Court to first

decide and dispose of CRR No. 4092/2016 as early as possible, but

not later than 31.12.2021.  If the CRR No. 4092/2016 is allowed and

the question of juvenility is held against the respondent No.1-

accused, the bail granted by the High Court by the impugned order

shall stand cancelled.  However, in case the CRR No. 4092/2016 is

dismissed and the question of juvenility is held in favour of the

respondent  No.1-accused,  the  bail  granted  by  the  High  Court

impugned in the present Special Leave Petition shall continue to

remain in operation. 

With  the  aforesaid  observation,  the  present  Special  Leave

Petition is disposed of.

Pending applications also stand disposed of. 

(R. NATARAJAN)                                  (NISHA TRIPATHI)
ASTT. REGISTRAR-cum-PS                           BRANCH OFFICER
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