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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).4262/2011

(From the judgenent and order dated 03/12/2010 in CRLA No.637/2007, of The
H GH COURT OF A. P AT HYDERABAD)

KAMBALAPALLI RANGA REDDY Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF A P. Respondent (s)

(Wth appl n(s) for exenption fromfiling c/c of the inpugned Judgnent, bail
and for raising the additional plea of juvenile with affidavit and office
report ))

WTH SLP(Crl) NO 4281 of 2011

(Wth appl n(s) for exenption fromfiling c/c of the inpugned Judgnent, bail
and for raising the additional plea of juvenile with affidavit and office
report )

SLP(Crl) NO 4311 of 2011

(Wth appl n(s) for exenption fromfiling c/c of the inpugned Judgnent, bail
and for raising the additional plea of juvenile with affidavit and office
report ))

SLP(Crl) NO 4329 of 2011

(Wth appl n(s) for exenption fromfiling c/c of the inpugned Judgnent, bail
and for raising the additional plea of juvenile with affidavit and office
report ))

SLP(Crl) NO 8482 of 2011

(Wth appln(s) for exenption fromfiling c/c of the inpugned Judgnent, bail
and for raising the additional plea of juvenile with affidavit and office
report ))

Date: 10/07/2013 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTICE T.S. THAKUR

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE JAGDI SH SI NCH KHEHAR
For Petitioner(s) M. V. Sridhar Reddy, Adv.

Ch. Leel a Sarveswar, Adv.
M. Vineet Msra, Adv.
M. V.N Raghupat hy, Adv.

Ms. Asha CGopal an Nair
M . Abhi shek Kumar Pandey, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. ATM Rangar amanuj am Sr. Adv.
M. D. Mahesh Babu, Adv.

M. Mayur R Shah, Adv.
M. Anjid Magbool, Adv.
WS

Suhitra, Adv.



UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER
A report has been received fromthe Juvenile Justice Board,
Kur nool , Andhra Pradesh. M. ATM Rangarananujam |earned senior
counsel appearing for respondent-State seeks a short adjournment to
examne the report and file his objections. M. Rangar amanuj am

argued that the report submitted by Juvenile Justice Board nmay not be
tenable in law as the inquiry conducted by the Board was ex-parte
asmuch as no opportunity was given to the respondent-State to cross-
exam ne the w tnesses whose depositions were recorded by the Board in
the course of inquiry. He is unable to state as to whether the State
is represented by prosecuting officer or presenting officer before the
Board. He sought tinme to take instructions on that aspect also.

Post after three weeks. bjections, if any, may be filed
by | earned counsel for the petitioners. Instructions nay al so be taken
by M. Rangaramanujam as to the person who presents the prosecution
version before the Juvenile Justice Board.
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