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ITEM NO.5     Court 2 (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).738-739/2021

(Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated  09-10-2020
in CRM No.7350/2020 and order dated 18-12-2020 in CRAN No.2/2020
passed by the High Court at Calcutta)

KAUSHIK DUTTA @ KOUSHIK DUTTA & ORS.               Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

THE STATE OF WEST BENGAL                           Respondent(s)

(FOR ADMISSION and I.R. and IA No.10716/2021-EXEMPTION FROM FILING
C/C OF THE IMPUGNED JUDGMENT)
 
Date : 03-02-2021 These petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM : 
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE N.V. RAMANA
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SURYA KANT
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ANIRUDDHA BOSE

For Petitioner(s) Mr. Pijush K. Roy, Adv.
Ms. Kakali Roy, Adv.
Mr. P. Veerappan, Adv.

                    Dr. P. V. Saravanaraja, AOR
                   
For Respondent(s)                    

          UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                             O R D E R

The Court is convened through Video Conferencing.

Heard learned counsel for the petitioners.

The grievance of the petitioners in the instant petitions

is that they are ready and willing to surrender and, for that

purpose,  they  sought  a  clarification  of  order  dated  09.10.2020

passed by the High Court directing them to surrender before the

trial court.

It is the contention of the petitioners that the Division

Bench  of  the  High  Court,  vide  order  dated  18.12.2020  while

modifying the order dated 09.10.2020, directed the petitioners to

surrender before the appropriate Sessions Court without considering
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the fact that their case is pending before the Court of Additional

Chief Judicial Magistrate, Barrackpore and the case has not been

committed to the Sessions.

Having  heard  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioners  and

carefully  perusing  the  material  placed  on  record,  we  are  not

inclined to entertain these petitions seeking clarification of the

impugned orders passed by the High Court.

The special leave petitions are, accordingly, dismissed.

As  a  sequel  to  the  above,  pending  interlocutory

application also stands disposed of.

However,  if  the  petitioners  are  ready  and  willing  to

surrender before the competent court, they are at liberty to do so

and  thereafter,  they  can  move  an  application  for  regular  bail

before that Court.

(SATISH KUMAR YADAV)                                (RAJ RANI NEGI)
  DEPUTY REGISTRAR                                 DEPUTY REGISTRAR


		2021-02-03T16:31:50+0530
	SATISH KUMAR YADAV




