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THE HIGH COURT OF MADHYA PRADESH
MCRC No0.20655/2020

(BRIJESH RAI VS STATE OF MADHYA PRADESH AND ANOTHER)

Jabalpur, Dated 04.12.2020

Hearing through video conferencing.

Shri Anil Khare, learned Senior Counsel with Shri Siddharth
Singh, learned counsel for the petitioner.

Shri A. Rajeshwar Rao, learned Government Advocate for
the respondent No.1/EOW.

Challenge in this petition under Section 482 of the Code of
Criminal Procedure, 1973, is to an order dated 12.03.2020 passed
by Special Court, constituted under Prevention of Corruption Act,
1988, Bhopal in Special Case No0.483/2016; whereby the trial
Court has declined to accede to the prayer of the
petitioner/accused person to lead further evidence.

2. The order sheets on record reveal that the prosecution closed
its case on 25.01.2020 and thereafter, the matter was posted on
17.02.2020 for defence evidence. On said date i.e. 17.02.2020, the
petitioner/accused was examined and was called upon to furnish
the list of defence witnesses. It was, however, expressed on behalf
of the accused that they don’t intend to file list of defence
witnesses; instead, they would examine defence witnesses on their

own. The order sheet records:
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17.02.2020

THRUT AT gRIeT 7 e 2 |

AT FoTel XY Yd FaMI 3TS & URI—313 G0U0R0
& Jfatd ifigaa e Sifdd fhd T | I8 yaHRor VAT AL
g f& grT 232 QoUOHO & ST PBRIAE! B SN S |
SRR DI FaTg H Yl HRIAT AT | AWYa Forel - T
GeMl 91S B AR ¥ 9 Wieg oA e fhar AT uNg
JIFRIFITOT B R ¥ BT qA1d AT A WRJd el B 2
qqT 96 gRT Fad fhar a7 & I8 U+ dara el W
SuRerd IEET| o/ Ml Fa i @1 sifegaaeroT
JU—AY qATd WIeY ’ahh HY I W SURT I, g4

ey SURerd F M9 &1 AT H YhNol H ga1d Pl JaN
THT B 3ifE db 29T Ry IR |

THROT JAMRIERITOT BT AR A 919 A1ed U/ 3AferA
d® =g % 03,/03,/2020 BT YT & |

3.  The matter was, accordingly, posted on 03.03.2020. On said
date, an adjournment was sought. By way of indulgence, last
opportunity was granted to the accused person to produce defence
witness/evidence and the matter was posted on 12.03.2020. The

order sheet dated 03.03.2020 records :

03.03.2020

TR gRT S MR, & WAl WeRd el did 1o
3BT |

IR FoeT XA (A-1) Afed —HdY [ar Agad |
IR e 3TS (A-2) Fied 1 ISTHIRT avaT |

A0 JAAYETTIT & IR H 99/ A TR Ud
sifert @@ Bq a7
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JIRMYRTY & AT qaTd Aed BT o AT ATe
29I 39 % & WY YSM fhar Sar § 1 e ey
R AMID HU H g9 Hed YK DY | g9d e v 3l

JaER QAT S €, dOd Wi WA T dRA DI Reafd #
AT e BT AR FATG B 3ifcrd T #1a07 fby Sd |

A0 AWIETTOT DI R H Fod Fed YR Td
3ifer d@ =g faie 12.03.2020 ®T U &I |

4. On 12.03.2020, when the matter was taken up, two
applications were filed by the accused person for summoning five
defence witnesses and for staying of further proceedings.

5.  Vide impugned order, the trial Court taking into
consideration that despite ample opportunity being given to the
accused persons, they have not produced the list of defence
witnesses, rejected the same on the anvil that having given up to
file the list of defence witnesses and having undertaken to produce
the defence witnesses, the act on behalf of the accused person in
filing the said applications was a tactic adopted by the accused
person with a view to delay the trial.

6. Though it is contended on behalf of the petitioner that the
trial Court committed jurisdictional error in closing the right of the
petitioner/accused person to lead further evidence. However,
taking into consideration the fact that despite ample opportunity

being given to the petitioner, the petitioner did not file the list of
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defence witnesses and instead, filed an application for staying of
further proceedings, we do not perceive any jurisdictional error
being committed by the trial Court in rejecting the applications for
staying of further proceedings and for summoning the defence
witnesses.

7.  In view whereof, the petition under Section 482 of CrPC

stands dismissed.

(Sanjay Yadav) (Vijay Kumar Shukla)
Acting Chief Justice Judge
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