\ 234! 1

| TEM NO 45 COURT NO. 2 SECTI ON 11

SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.) No(s). 2824/ 2015

(Arising out of inpugned final judgnent and order dated 19/02/2015
in SBCRM No. 12125/2014 passed by the High Court O Rajasthan At

Jai pur)

BABU LAL NAGAR Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

CENTRAL BUREAU OF | NVESTI GATI ON Respondent ( s)

(with appln. (s) for exenption fromfiling O T. and perm ssion to
file additional docunents and interimrelief and office report)

Date : 20/07/2015 This petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTICE T.S. THAKUR
HON BLE MR. JUSTI CE V. GOPALA GONDA
HON BLE MRS. JUSTI CE R. BANUMATHI
For Petitioner(s) M. Kapil Sibal, Sr. Adv.
M . Abhi shek Gupta, Adv.
P.S. Patwal i a, ASG
Vi bha Dutta Makhija, Sr. Adv.
Raj i v Nanda, Adv.
T. A Khan, Adv.
B. V. Bal aram Das, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

SSSFS

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

M. P.S. Patwal i a, | earned ASG appearing for
Signature Not Verified

respondent - CBl subnmits on instructions that the prosecution has
Digitally signed by
Shashi Sareen
Dat e: 2015.07.21
10: 15: 11 I ST
Reason:

al ready exanined 15 w tnesses so far and that out of the remaining
witnesses cited in the charge sheet, it does not propose to exam ne
2
nmore than four witnesses, all of whom happen to be police officers

who have handl ed the investigation of the case at sone stage or

t he



ot her. He further points out that out of four w tnesses mentioned
above, one of the Investigating Oficers fromthe State police who
has already retired has been exanmined in chief and is currently
under cross exam nation which was del ayed on account of certain
applications nmade by the petitioner. As regards remaining three
of ficers, one of whom happens to be the Investigating Oficer from
the CBI besides Rekha Sangwan who recorded the statenent of the
prosecutrix and the Inspector who registered the initial FIR only
have to be exam ned which process can be concluded within a period
of two weeks from today. He further states on instructions that
record sumoned by the Trial Court shall be produced before it on
the date fixed

M. Kapil Sibal, |earned counsel for the petitioner subnits
t hat al t hough there was a direction by t he Hi gh Court for
expedi tious disposal of the trial, the same has for one reason or
t he ot her been del ayed. He subnits that the petitioner was not in
any way responsible for delay in the conpletion of the prosecution
case. Be that as it may since M Patwalia has on instructions
submitted that only four witnesses remain to be exam ned, we see no
reason why that process cannot be conpleted within a period of four
weeks from today

In the circunstances, we adjourned this matter by four weeks
with a direction to the Trial Court to gake up the case on a day
t oday basi s i f necessary and conpl ete t he exam nation of t he
remai ning wi tnesses by the next date of hearing. In case for any
reason that process is not conpleted, the trial Court shall subnit
a report indicating the reason for the del ay.

Li st on 20.08. 2015.

(Shashi Sareen) (Veena Khera)
Court Master Court Master



