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14.07.2025

Present: Ms. Himani , Ld. Proxy Counsel for the petitioner.
Sh. Sanjay Kumar, Ld. Counsel for respondent no.
1 and 2.

R-3 in person.

None for the proposed respondent.

Ld. Counsel for respondent no. 1 & 2 has filed his
vakalatnama. The same is taken on record.

Matter was listed for reply and arguments on the
application u/o 1 Rule 10 CPC. No reply has been filed by the proposed
respondent or the respondents. Arguments heard.

The petitioner has sought the impleadment of the proposed
respondent Rajeev on the ground that he was driving the offending
vehicle at the time of the accident. He has been charge sheeted by the
concerned 10 for the offence u/s 279/304A IPC. He could not be
impleaded earlier as his information was not available with the petitioner
earlier. It 1s stated that as soon as the information was received, the
present application was filed.

Ld. Counsel for R-1 and R-2 submits that there is no
objection to the said application.

Considering the facts and circumstances, the application is
allowed and the proposed respondent Rajeev is impleaded as R-4 in the
present matter. Amended memo of parties is already on record.

Last opportunity given to file reply failing which the
defence shall be struck off.

Put up for further proceedings for 26.08.2025.

(Ruchika Singla)
Presiding Officer, MACT-01 (Central)
THC/Delhi/14.07.2025
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