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TS g f&, The Court can close prosecution evidence where there is gross
neglect, deliberate delay or remissness/misconduct frustrating the Court
process on the part of the prosecution so that prolonged trial will amount to
complete denial of fundamental right of speedy trial to the accused. The
Court can close the defence evidence where there is deliberate delay to

prolong the trial and decline assistance of the Court for summoning of
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defence witnesses where the application for such assistance is made for the

purpose of vexation or delay or for defeating the ends of justice. UHT G2 g
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