" | TEM NO. 3 COURT NO. 3 SECTI ON 1|

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).4075/2004

(From the judgenent and or der dat ed 17/ 05/ 2004 in Crim nal M sc.

0.

4153/ 2003 of The H GH COURT OF DELH AT N. DELH)

STATE (NCT OF DELHI) Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

SHI LPI  SHAKT Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for intervention,stay,inpleadnent and office report)

(for final disposal)

Dat e: 19/04/2007 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ASHOK BHAN

HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE C. K. THAKKER

For Petitioner(s) M. B.B.Singh, Adv.
M . Saket Singh, Adv. for

Ms. Anil Katiyar, Adv.

For | npl eading Party I n- Person

For Respondent (s) M. R K Anand, Sr. Adv.

(M



M. S.P. Sharma, Adv.

M. Sri Bhagwan Sharma, Adv.

For I ntervenors M. Arun Kumar Beriwal, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER

Leave granted.

The Appeal is allowed in terns of the signed order.

Si nce, we have remanded the case to the H gh Court, no orders are

required to be passed on the applications for intervention and inpl eadnent

and t hey woul d be at liberty to make appropriate application bef ore
H gh Court.
(Parveen Kr. Chaw a) (Kanwal Si ngh)
Court Master Court Master

[ Signed Order is placed on the Fil €]

I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO. 598 OF 2007

(@ SLP(CRL. ) NO. 4075 OF 2004)

State (NCT of Del hi) ....Appel | ant

Ver sus

Smt. Shil pi Shakt ....Respondent

t he



ORDER

Leave granted.

Counsel for t he r espondent is unabl e to def end t he

i mpugned order and prays that the sane be set aside and the case

be remtted to the High Court for a fresh order in accordance wth

|l aw | eaving all contentions open to the parties.

In view of t he st at ement made by t he counsel for t he

r espondent, t he i mpugned order is set asi de and t he case is

remitted to the High Court for a fresh decision in accordance wth

law. Al contentions are left open

W woul d request t he Hon’ bl e t he Chi ef Justi ce to pl ace

t he matt er bef ore a Judge ot her t han t he one who passed t he

i mpugned order within two weeks, if possible so that the same can

be di sposed of expedi ti ously, as this matt er is an old one and

pending for the |l ast ten years.

contd....2/-
120
Si nce, we have remanded the case to the Hi gh Court, no orders
are required to be passed on t he appl i cations for i ntervention and
i mpl eadnent and t hey woul d be at liberty to make appropriate

application before the Hi gh Court.

The Appeal is allowed in the above terns.



( ASHOK BHAN)

(C. K. THAKKER)
NEW DELH :

APRI L 19, 2007.



