$~45
g IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ CRL.M.C. 1933/2017 & Crl.M.A.7958/17

JAgptssy . Petitioner
Through:  Mr. M.L. Yadav, Advocate
Versus
STATE&ORS .. Respondents

Through: Mr. Izhar Ahmad, Additional
Public Prosecutor for State
Mr. Puneet Goel, Advocate for
Respondent Nos. 3 and 4

CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SUNIL GAUR
ORDER
% 27.02.2019

Vide impugned order of 8" June, 2016, petitioner has been
summoned for the offence under Sections 379/447 of IPC by trial court
and the revisional court vide impugned order of 16™ March, 2017 has
dismissed the revision petition.

At the outset, learned counsel for petitioner seeks permission to
raise the pleas taken herein before the trial court at the charge stage.

In view of the aforesaid, this petition is disposed of with liberty to
petitioner to take the pleas taken herein before the trial court at the charge
stage and trial court shall pass a speaking order on charge while dealing
with the submissions so raised on behalf of petitioner.

The petition and the application are accordingly disposed of while
not commenting upon merits.

Dasti.
(SUNIL GAUR)
JUDGE
FEBRUARY 27, 2019
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