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ITEM NO.25     Court 3 (Video Conferencing)          SECTION II-C

               S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
                       RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.)  No(s).  366/2017

(Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated  27-07-2016
in CRLA No. 1296/2010 27-07-2016 in CRLMA No. 4506/2016 passed by 
the High Court Of Delhi At New Delhi)

MOHAN LAL                                          Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

BSES RAJDHANI POWER LIMITED & ANR.                 Respondent(s)

Date : 04-10-2021 This petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : 
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE A.M. KHANWILKAR
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE C.T. RAVIKUMAR

For Petitioner(s)
                    Mrs. Mona K. Rajvanshi, AOR
                   
For Respondent(s)

Mr. R S Suri, Ld ASG.
 Mr. Kush Chaturvedi , Adv.
 Mr. Mehul Gupta, Adv
                    Mr. B. V. Balaram Das, AOR

Ms. Nupur Kumar, Adv.
Mr. Shubham Sharma, Adv

                    Mr. Sunil Fernandes, AOR
                    

          UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                             O R D E R

Heard learned counsel for the parties. 

The  order  impugned  in  the  special  leave  petition

records  that  the  petitioner  wanted  to  merely  place  on

record  certain  documents  as  additional  evidence.  Such

request  cannot  be  countenanced  in  the  appeal  against



2

conviction.  For,  mere  production  of  documents  is  not

enough. The documents need to be proved in evidence only

when the same would become admissible and can be reckoned

by the Court.

The petitioner had moved an application for seeking

permission  to  adduce  evidence  being  criminal  M.A.  No.

17105 of 2010 which was rejected on 29.02.2012. 

The  petitioner  had  then  moved  an  application  in

March, 2016 in Criminal M.A. No. 4506 of 2016 which has

been rejected vide impugned judgment by the High Court. 

We will not interfere with the impugned order, but in

the interest of justice, it would be appropriate to give

liberty to the petitioner to approach the High Court by

way  of  formal  application  for  permission  to  produce

further evidence in support of his stand/defence on the

basis of documents which have come to his notice two-

three  years  after  the  date  of  his  conviction.  That

application can be considered by the High Court on its

own merit and in accordance with law uninfluenced by the

rejection  of  the  earlier  applications  to  enable  the

petitioner to take plea available to him in law or on

proved facts for doing complete justice.

The  special  leave  petition  is  disposed  of  with
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liberty as aforesaid. 

Pending applications, if any, stand disposed of.

(DEEPAK SINGH)                            (PARVEEN KUMARI PASRICHA)
COURT MASTER (SH)                           ASSISTANT  REGISTRAR
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