, | TEM NO. 35 COURT NO. 7 SECTI ON | |
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).7522/2009

(From the judgenent and order dated 03/07/2009 in CRLMC No.
2332/ 2009 of The H GH COURT OF ALLAHABAD AT LUCKNOW

RAM SHI ROVANI  PANDEY Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
RADHEY SHYAM PANDEY & ANR. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appl n(s) for exenption fromfiling OT.,stay, permssion to
file additional documents and office report )

Date: 27/08/2010 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE HARJI T SI NGH BEDI

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE CHANDRAMAULI KR. PRASAD
For Petitioner(s) M. Satish Pandey, Adv.

M. Santosh Kunmar Tri pathi, Adv.

Rat nakar Dash, Sr. Adv.
Manoj Kumar M shra,
Raj eev K. Dubay, Adv.
Kaml endra M shra , Adv.

For Respondent (s)

P. K Jai n, Adv.

P. K. Goswani , Adv.

Pravin Kumar Mirteja, Adv.
Adi tya Shar na, Adv.

Arun Chaudhary, Adv.

Ms. Sunita Hazarika, Adv.

SSS55 5555

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Leave granted.
The appeal is disposed of.
[ SUVAN WADHWA] [ VINOD KULVI ]
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
Signed order is placed on the file.
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
CRI M NAL APPEAL NO 1699 OF 2010
(Arising out of SLP(Crl.)No. 7522/2009)
RAM SH ROVANI PANDEY .. APPELLANT( S)

VS.

RADHEY SHYAM PANDEY & ANR. .. RESPONDENT( S)

ORDER



Leave granted.

We have heard | earned counsel for the parties.

The appellant is aggrieved by the observations of
the High Court in the order dated 3rd July, 2009 that the

application filed under Section 303 of t he Crimna
Procedure Code be al | owed only to t he ext ent t hat t he
accused can apprise the Court with regard to the materia

coll ected during the course of the investigation. We are

of t he opi ni on t hat at t he pr e- cogni zance st age t he
accused, who is t he r espondent before us, cannot be
permitted to assist the Court in any manner. We see from

the order of the H gh Court that an avenue has been |eft
open for the accused to produce his defence at the pre-
cogni zance stage. This cannot be permtted.
We accordingly set aside the order of the Hi gh Court
dat ed 3rd July, 2009 and di sm ss t he application under
Section 303 of t he Cr. P. C filed by t he accused
respondent .
The Appeal is disposed of accordingly.
................. J.
(HARJI'T SI NGH BEDI )

.................... J.
( CHANDRAMAULI KR. PRASAD)
New Del hi ,
August 27, 2010.



