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        ITEM NO. 65       COURT NO.     5       SECTION II

                        SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
                        RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

        Crl.M.P.No.9705/2002  In
        CRL. APPEAL NO(s) 659/2001

        Gopichand P. Hinduja                         Appellant (s)

                                Versus

        State through C.B.I                          Respondent (s)

        ( for Directions/Modification)

        Date:28.10.2002.This/These Appeal(s) was/were called
                        on for hearing today.

        CORAM:

                     HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE M.B. SHAH
                     HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE D.M. DHARMADHIKARI

        For the Appellant (s)
                                Mr.Ram Jethmalani,Sr.Adv.,
                                Mr.Amit Desai,Adv.,
                                Mr.U.A.Rana,Adv.,
                                Mr.Arvind Nigam,Adv.,
                                Mr.Arvind Kumar,Adv.,
                                Mr.Zal Andhyarujina,Adv.for
                                Gagrat & Co.
        For the Respondent (s)

                                Mr.N.Natrajan,Sr.Adv.,
                                Mr.A.Mariarputham,Adv.,
                                Mr.P.Permeswaran,Adv.

          Upon hearing counsel the Court made the following
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                Heard the learned counsel for the parties.
                Despite  our  order to expedite the  trial,  learned
        counsel  for  the  parties state that at present  the  trial
        court has partly completed hearing arguments on the issue of
        framing of the charges.  They further state that trial court
        is  likely  to decide the said issue within a period of  one
        week  from today.  Learned counsel for the appellant submits
        that  for  the timebeing for a period of one month, for  the
        special reasons appellant (Gopichand P Hinduja) be permitted
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        to  go out of the country.  Learned counsel further  assures
        that  appellant would remain present before the trial  court
        on  2nd December 2002.  He further states that meanwhile  if
        the  charges at all are framed, trial court may proceed with



        the matter.  Learned counsel further states that against the
        order of framing of charges, if any, appellant would not ask
        for  any  stay order from the High Court;  though  appellant
        would have liberty to challenge the same.  The statements at
        the Bar are recorded.  In this view of the matter  appellant
        Gopichand P.  Hinduja is permitted to go abroad for a period
        of one month from today.  Ordered accordingly.
                Crl.M.P. is disposed of accordingly.
                Appeal to be listed in the month of January 2003
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           (Vijay Kumar Sharma)                     (Janki Bhatia)
            Court Master                             Court Master


