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       SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
           RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).7054/2008

(From the judgement and order dated 05/09/2008 in CRLA No.3128/2008 of
The HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY AT NAGPUR)

MURLI KRIPLANI & ANR.                           Petitioner(s)

              VERSUS

STATE OF MAHARASHTRA                               Respondent(s)
(with appln.(s) for permission to place addl. documents on record
and anticipatory bail and office report)
WITH SLP(Crl) NO. 7074 of 2008
(With appln(s) for permission to place addl. documents on record and anticipatory
bail and office report)

Date: 15/12/2008 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
   HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ALTAMAS KABIR
   HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE MARKANDEY KATJU

For Petitioner(s)       Mr. C.A. Sundaram, Sr. Adv.
in SR 7054/08       Mr. Gagan Sanghi, Adv.
                        Mr. Rameshwar Prasad Goyal,Adv.

                        Mr. Uday U.Lalit, Sr. Adv.
                        Mr. Gagan Sanghi, Adv.
in SR 7074/08       Mr. Rameshwar Prasad Goyal,Adv.

For Respondent(s)
in SR 7074/08           Mr. Ravindra Keshavrao Adsure, Adv.

                        Dr. Rajeev Masodkar, Adv.
SR7054/08               Mr. Ravindra Keshavrao Adsure, Adv.

       UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                  ORDER
                     Having regard to the letter circulated, let
             this matter be adjourned till after the winter
             vacation to enable the petitioners to file rejoinder to
       the counter affidavit    filed     on   behalf   of   the
       respondent -State.
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       Apart from the above, an objection has been taken
       on behalf of the State of Maharashtra that the
       petitioners have not been cooperating with the
       investigation and that they are not making
       themselves available for interrogation by the Crime
       Branch at Wardha.
               On the other hand, Mr. Sundaram, learned
       senior counsel appearing for the petitioners submits
       that the petitioners have responded at all times
       when called upon by the Crime Branch to be
       present. Be that as it may, while allowing the
       application for time for filing rejoinder, we also
       make it clear that the petitioners will present
       themselves to the Crime Branch at Wardha, as and
       when their presence is required. We also clarify
       that the petitioners should be informed in writing



       that their presence was required for interrogation.

(Sheetal Dhingra)           (Juginder Kaur)
  Court Master           Court Master


