Pl TEM NO. 46 COURT NO. 6 SECTION 11
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).6041/2008

(From the judgenent and order dated 01/08/ 2008 in SBCRR No. 666 of
2008 of the H GH COURT OF RAJASTHAN AT JAI PUR)

RAHUL TYAd Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

STATE OF RAJASTHAN Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for stay, intervention/inpleadment as respondent
and office report)

Dat e: 01/10/ 2009 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE DALVEER BHANDAR
HON BLE DR. JUSTI CE MJKUNDAKAM SHARNVA

For Petitioner(s) A.M Singhvi, Sr. Adv.
Sarvesh Singh Baghel , Adv.
Abhi shek Si ngh, Adv.
Abhi nav Lohi a, Adv.
L. Ni dhram Shar e, Adv.
Sanj eeb Pani grahi, Adv.
Ani sh Pat nai k, Adv.
Si ddhart ha Chowdhury, Adv.
For Respondent (s) Mani sh Si nghvi , AAG Raj .
Devanshu Kumar Devesh, Adv.
R Gopal akri shnan, Adv.
fro Jatinder Kumar Bhati a, Adv.
S. R Baj wa, Sr. Adv.
Pradeep Aggarwal , Adv.
A. P. Jain, Adv.
L. P. Singh, Adv.
A. Jai n, Adv.
N. Annapoor ani , Adv
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UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

CRL. M P. No. 11196 of 2009 - application
intervention/ inpleadnent is allowed.

The short controversy which arises in this case is
that the petitioner could not produce evidence because
the counsel appearing for the petitioner was absent on
the date fixed for recording of evidence and thereafter
no further opportunity was granted to himto produce the
evi dence.

We are of the opinion that in the interest of
justice, one nmore opportunity should be granted to the
petitioner to produce his defence evidence.

Lear ned seni or counsel appearing on behalf of the

for



petitioner submits that three witnesses would be produced
by the petitioner but he is not in a position to give
their nanes today and he undertakes to give their nanes
within two weeks fromtoday.
Li st this mat t er for further direction on

Cct ober, 2009.

(A S. BISHT) (NEERU BALA VIJ)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
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