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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ W.P.(CRL) 446/2015
RAJINISH B BHATIA
..... Petitioner
Through:  Mr. Vikas Pahwa, Sr. Adv. with
Mr.B. Badrinath, Adv.

Versus
CBI
..... Respondent

Through:  Mr.Sushil Kr. Dubey, Adv. for
Ms.Sonia Mathur, Standing Counsel for CBI
Mr.Akshay Malik and Mr. Vivek Singh Bishnol,
Advs. for R-3

CORAM:

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ASHUTOSH KUMAR
ORDER

% 06.10.2015

Crl.M.A N0.14773/2015

Exemption granted subject to all just exceptions.

Application stands disposed of.
Crl.M.A N0.14772/2015

The petitioner/applicant seeks a clarification in the judgment dated
9.9.2015 passed in W.P. (Crl.) 446/2015.

It has been submitted that certain observations made in para 17 and 22

of the judgment could have some impact on the case of the
petitioner/applicant at thetrial.
It is, therefore, requested that it be clarified that the observations

made in the judgment are only for the purposes of deciding the issue of



joinder of trial and that such observations should not adversely impact the
case of the petitioner on merits, at thetrial.

It goes without saying that such orders do not have any bearing on the
merits of the case when it iswrested at thetrial. However, it is clarified that
the observations made in para 17 and 22 are only for the purposes of
upholding the order of the Trial Court that the case of the petitioner is
required to be tried adong with the other accused persons but such
observations have been made for the limited purpose as aforesaid.

The application is disposed of.

ASHUTOSH KUMAR, J

OCTOBER 06, 2015
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