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                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. 39-44/2001
(From the judgement and order dated 28/11/2000 in CRLM 1105,
 1106, 1107, 1108, 1110 and 1112 of 2000
 of The HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT N. DELHI)

  YOGENDRA KUMAR MODI                                       Petitioner (s)
                              VERSUS
  STATE (THR.GOVT. OF N.C.T. OF DELHI)&ORS                  Respondent (s)
( With Appln(s). for ex-Parte stay and
exemption from filing c/c of the impugned Judgment
( With Crl.M.P. No. 397-402/2001 (appln. for permission to file addl.
  documents) and Crl.M.P. No. 403-408/2001)
  (appln. for permission to urge addl. grounds)
WITH
SLP(Crl.)No. 61-66/2001
( With Crl.M.P. No. 409-414/2001 (appln. for permission to file addl.
  documents) and Crl.M.P. No. 415-420/2001
  (appln. for permission to urge addl. grounds)

Date : 19/01/2001 This  Petition  was  called on for hearing today.

  CORAM :
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE K.T. THOMAS
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE R.P. SETHI

  For Petitioner (s)    Mr. R.K. Jain,Sr.Adv.
                        Mr. C.S. Vaidyanathan,Sr.Adv.
                        Mr. Reshi Maheshwari,Adv.
                        Mr. Satish Tamta,Adv.
                        Mr. Ajay Bhargava,Adv.
                        Mr. Suman Jyoti Khaitan,Adv.

  For Respondent (s)

                   UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                    O R D E R
........L.......I.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.....J.
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                After  addressing  arguments  for some time  Mr.   R.K.
        Jain,  learned senior counsel requested for an opportunity  for
        the  petitioners  to raise their contentions before  the  trial
        court.   The said permission is sought, lest, the  observations
        made by the High Court may stand in the way of the Metropolitan
        Magistrate  countenancing  such contention.  We make  it  clear
        that  if  any contention is raised before the trial  court  the
        same  will  be  dealt  with  untrammelled  by  any  observation
        contained in the impugned order.

                                                            ..2/-

                                      :2:

                Learned   senior   counsel   further   submitted   that
        petitioner Anupama Modi may be permitted for applying exemption
        from  personal  appearance.  If she makes any such  application
        after  making  her  first  appearance for  bail  she  shall  be
        exempted  from  personally  appearing  in   the  court  on  the
        following conditions:
L.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T....R
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        1.      that she will not dispute her  identity  as the accused
                in the case;
        2.      that a counsel on her behalf  will  appear  for her in
                the court when the case is taken up; and
        3.      she  herself  will  be present in the  court  when her
                presence is imperatively needed.
                With these observations SLPs are disposed of.
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