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CRLMP. 15012/2015 in Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.)
No(s). 66/2015

(Arising out of inpugned final judgrment and order dated 23/12/2014
in SC No. 10/2014 passed by the Additional Sessions Judge, Mpusa,

Goa)

TARUNJI T TEJPAL Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

STATE OF GOA Respondent ( s)

(for clarification of court’s order dated 16.01.2015 and office
report for direction)

Date : 12/10/2015 This application was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : HON BLE MR JUSTICE A K. SIKR

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ROHI NTON FALI NARI MAN
For Petitioner(s) Kapi| Sibal, Sr. Adv.
R N. Karanj awal a, Adv.
Sandeep Kapur, Adv.
P. K. Dubey, Adv.
Ravi Sharma, Adv.
Ni hari ka Kar anj awal a, Adv.
Vir Singh Sandhu, Adv.
Apoorva Pandey, Adv.
Mani k Kar anj awal a, Adv.
Adit S. Pujari, Adv.
Vivek Suri, Adv.
C. U. Chopra, Adv.
s. Karanjawal a & Co.

S355FFF533553

For Respondent (s) L. N. Rao, Sr. Adv.
V. Madhukar, Adv.
Moni sha Handa, Adv.
F. Tavora, Adv.

Signature Not Verified

s SFSS

Mohit D. Ram Adv.
Digitally signed by

ASHWANI  KUVAR

Dat e: 2015.10.13

11:04: 30 I ST

Reason:

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
Crimnal MP. 15012/2015
2

Speci al Leave Petition (Crl.) No. 66/2015 was di sposed of by

this Court vide order dated 16.01. 2015 directing the prosecution



to provide all rel evant docunents including unedited CCTV footage
etc. The present application has been filed by the Prosecution
inter alia, stating that all the docunents have been supplied to
the petitioner except two docunments which are mentioned at Para
5(f) and 5(h). I nsof ar as the document mentioned at para 5(f) is
concerned, it is pointed out that the sane was never attached by
the Investigating Oficer and it is not filed in the court nor it
is relied upon docunent. In view of the above, there is no occasion
to supply this docunent. I nsofar as the docunent nentioned at para
5(h) is concerned, it is pointed out that the Mdbile Phone and
data contained therein was to be supplied. However, the |aboratory
at Hyderabad has expressed its inability to clone the sane. In that
Vi ew of t he mat t er, the Trial Court can send it to
| aboratory for this purpose and supply the sanme to the petitioner
Let an attenpt be nade in this behalf as early as possible.
Crimnal MP. 15012/2015 is, accordingly, disposed of and in

that view office report for directions is ordered accordingly.

(Ashwani Thakur) (Renu Di wan)
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