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1. This Cr.M.P. has been filed for drawing proceedings against
the respondent under Sections 193, 196, 199 of IPC on the
ground that when the respondent had filed WPCR No.1360
of 2011 for quashing of the FIR/Charge-Sheet, he had not
filed copy of the entire Charge-Sheet as he had withheld one

document which had bearing on the subject matter.
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It is argued that at the time when the petition was heard the
charge-sheet was filed along with an affidavit showing that
the entire charge-sheet is filed, however, one document was

not shown to this Court.

Order dated 01.05.2015 passed by this Court in the above
referred writ petition which was disposed of along with other
petitions filed by co-accused persons would disclose that the
State counsel as well as the respondent/objector including
the present applicant were party and were heard before this
Court, however, no one brought to the notice of this Court
about the fact which is now agitated in this petition. It is also
to be noticed that the order passed by this Court was
assailed before Division Bench by preferring WA No.316 of
2015 which was dismissed on 03.05.2017 and thereafter the
petitioner preferred SLP (Criminal) No0.23655 of 2017 before
the Hon'ble Supreme Court which was heard and dismissed
on 28.03.2019 with observation that the impugned judgment

shall not affect the arbitration proceedings.

It is thus clear that the order passed by this Court has been
affirmed subject to observation that it shall not affect the
arbitration proceedings. No other liberty was reserved in

favour of the present petitioner.

5. After hearing learned counsel for the applicant | do not find
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any ground to entertain this application because all the
parties were heard at length before passing the order and
the parties had full opportunity to produce all the documents
before this Court and moreover the order has been affirmed

by the Division Bench and the Hon'ble Supreme Court.

In view of the above, Cr.M.P. is dismissed.

Sd/-
(Prashant Kumar Mishra)
Judge



