
ITEM NO.32               COURT NO.9               SECTION IIA

               S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
                       RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.)...... CRLMP  No(s). 
971/2016

(Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated  10/08/2015
in CRR No. 485/2015 passed by the High Court Of M.p At Indore)

SANJAY CHAUDHARY                                   Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

PRINCE @ ABHISHEK AND ORS.                         Respondent(s)

(with appln. (s) for permission to file SLP and office report)

Date : 27/01/2016 This petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : 
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE M.Y. EQBAL
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ARUN MISHRA

For Petitioner(s)
 Mr. Sanjay Hegde, Sr.Adv.
 Mr. Abdul Karim Ansari, Adv.

                     Mr. Raj Kishor Choudhary,Adv.
                     Ms. Sadaf Rehman, Adv.
For Respondent(s)
                     

          UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                             O R D E R

Permission  to  file  the  special  leave  petition  is

granted.

Delay condoned.

Leave granted.

The  appeal  is  disposed  of  in  terms  of  the  signed

order.

     [INDU POKHRIYAL]           [SUKHBIR PAUL KAUR]
       COURT MASTER    A.R.-CUM-P.S.
    

(Signed order is placed on the file)



  IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

   CRIMINAL   APPEAL NO.79 OF 2016
(Arising out of S.L.P.(Crl.) No.703 of 2016)

(Criminal Miscellaneous Petition No. 971)

SANJAY CHAUDHARY Appellant(s)

        Versus

PRINCE @ ABHISHEK AND OTHERS Respondent(s)

         O R D E R

1. Permission to file the special leave petition is

granted.

2.   Delay condoned.

3.   Leave granted.

4.   This appeal by special leave is directed against

the impugned order dated 10.8.2015 passed by the High

Court of Madhya Pradesh Principal Seat at Jabalpur,

Bench at Indore in Cr.R.No. 485 of 2015 whereby the

High  Court  disposed  of  the  revision  filed  by  the

respondent Nos. 1 and 2.

5.   We have heard learned counsel for the parties.

6. We do not find any reason to interfere with the

impugned order.  However, we modify the same to the

extent  that  the  trial  Court  shall  consider  the

materials on record at the time of framing of charge
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uninfluenced by any of the observations made by the

High Court.

7.   The appeal is, accordingly, disposed of with the

aforesaid modification.

                       
                 

              ........................J.
                          (M.Y. EQBAL)

                    ........................J.
                              (ARUN MISHRA)

New Delhi,
January 27, 2016
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