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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ W.P.(CRL) 1231/2018 & Crl. M.A. No.7511/2018
+ W.P.(CRL) 1232/2018 & Crl. M.A. No.7513/2018
MANOHAR LAL JAIN & ANR. .. Petitioners
Through:  Mr. Shyam Singh Sisodia, Advocate.
Versus
STATE& ANR. .. Respondents

Through: Mr. Rajesh Mahajan, Additional Standing
Counsel for State with Ms. Jyoti Babbar,

« Advocate and SI Pankaj Kumar, P.S.
Shalimar Bagh.
Respondent No.2 in person.
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE NAJMI WAZIRI
[ 2 ORDER
. % 14.01.2019
Mr. Sisodia, the learned counsel for the petitioners submits that
because of petitioner No.2’s age and infirm health, she may be examined
through video conferencing or through commission.
On a query put to him, whether the said witness is moving about, the
< answer is in the affirmative. However, he qualifies that she does need
assistance of somebody to help her in movement because she is about 80
years old.
o In the aforestated facts and circumstances, the Court is of the view

that the impugned order dated 05.12.2017 does not call for any modification.
The next date fixed by the learned Trial Court for recording evidence of
petitioner No.2 is 23.01.2019. The petitioner No.2 shall appear before the
Trial Court concerned on the said date at 12 o’clock. Due care shall be

accorded to her in view of her frail health and medical condition, as may be.
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Liberty is granted to the petitioners to approach the learned Trial
Court in case of any difficulty.
The petitions, along with pending applications, stand disposed-off in

the above terms.

AJMI WAZIRI, J.
JANUARY 14, 2019
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