MHNG030023772002 RCC No. 3030147/2002

EEE'E State -- Vs — Sunil & Ors
ORDER BELOW EXH.3772

01. Read the application and say filed. Heard both sides.

02. Perused order dated 21.04.2025 passed by the Hon’ble

High Court in Criminal Writ Petition No.1009/2024. In the said order,
the Hon’ble High Court has observed thus.

“Needless to mention that, the Ld. ACJM and the prosecution
may adopt a modality to avoid any confusion with regard to the
exhibit number of the documents and recorded evidence in the trial
against other co-accused persons’.

03. The trial against accused No.3 has commenced. The
prosecution is recording evidence of the prosecution witnesses afresh.
The evidence of prosecution witnesses recorded till date has been
given separate exhibit numbers. So also, the documents which are
proved in the evidence of the said prosecution witnesses have been
given different exhibit numbers, i.e. by adding A-3’ to the existing
exhibit number. As such, no confusion would arise as regard to the
oral and documentary evidence in respect of the trial against accused

No.3. Thus, the application is liable to be rejected. Hence, order.

ORDER
Application Exh.3772 is rejected.
MAHESH MAHESH VIAYKUMAR
VIJAYKUMAR  PHADE
Nagpur PHADE - misipnonp
Date : 12.01.2026 ( M.V. Phade )

2" Addl Chief Judicial Magistrate
Nagpur.
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