IN THE COURT OF ADD. CHIEF JUDICIAL MAGISTRATE
47™ COURT AT, ESPLANADE, MUMBAI

MISC. APPLICATION NO. OF 2026
IN
CASE NO. 256/ PW/2023 " D -3 /7 y
IN

C.R. No. { 02 of 2002

" THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA }... RESPONDENT
Versus '
Sanjay Hariram Agarwal > ..APPLICANT/
ACCUSED

APPLICATION UNDER SECTIONS
265 OF BNSS TO DEFER THE
CROSS-EXAMINATION OF THE
INVESTIGATING OFFICER:-

7 MAY .IT PLEASE YOUR WORSHIP
M? o It is most res.pectfully submitted on behalf of the above

& c*’] ' named Accused as under

That the charge sheet in the present case was filed by
the investigating officer in the year 2002,for. the

offence under section —Of IPC AA0h- 0] YLD
, LA AT A e
) AN 2) That the Accused ‘'was Supplied with the copies of the

A A,

charge sheet, which include the statement of witse




and documents which are the on the record of this

Hob'ble Court.

3) That on the basis of said charge sheet, statement of
witness and documents, this Hon'ble Court was pleased

to frame charges against he accused.

4) That from October 2023 to November 2025, the
evidence of as many as 18 proseclution witnesses,
including the complainant (PW-1), has been recorded
by this Hon'ble Court.

5) The cross-examination of all these witnesses was
conducted by the learned counsel for the accused
strictly on the basis of the documents and materials

referred to and annexed with the charge-sheet

supplied to the accused/applicant, in the year 2002.
6) That the Investigating Officer (I0) (PW-19) was

summoned as a witness by the prosecution and his
*"Examlnatlon in-chief has been recorded. During the
'--'---'sald evidence, vide letter dated 19.11.2025, the IO has
'::'s_ough_t to produce more than 36 additional
documents/materials‘(hereinafter referred to as "the

Additional Documents"”) which were allegedly in his

: __j___c'l_J__SF_ody and lying with the Muddamal Department.

7)) That the documents now sought to be produced by the
prosecution are stated to be seized by the
Investigating Officer during the course of the

investigation under various seizure panchanamas.



8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

That it is highly pertinent to note that while the said
seizure panchanamas form part of the charge-sheet
papers originally supplied to the Accused, the actual
documents seized thereunder were never produced
along with the charge-sheet. They were withheld by
the I0 with him for the ground best know to him

That these seized documents were neither included in
the charge sheet nor given to the Accused. It is only
recently, through a letter dated 19/11/2025, that the
Investigating Officer trying to suggest that these
documents as Muddemal and proposed to submit them
to this Hon'ble Court.

That the examination-in-chief of the Investigating
Officer is currently undefway/concluded, and the

matter is fixed for his cross-examination.

That the IO has abruptly introduced over 1500 pages
of material documents (including contract notes, bills,
minutes of meetings, etc.) which were seized during
investigation but withheld from the charge sheet as

Muddemal.

That the Accused has filed separate applications
seeking: (i) supply of copies of these documents and
time to peruse t'hem, and (ii) recalling of the 18
previously examined witnesses to confront them with

this new evidence.

That the cross-examination of the‘In\'/estigating Officer

will heavily depend on the contents of ‘these newly

\



x ~ justice.

introduced docUments AND the answers elicited from
the 18 recalled witnesses when they are confronted

with this material.

14) That compelling the defense to cfoss—examine the
Investigating Officer at this juncture—without copies,
without preparation time, and without completing the

- cross-examination of the recalled witnesses—would be

a futile exercise and deeply prejudicial to the Accused.

15) Under the circumstances, Accused most respectful

prays as under.

IT IS THEREFORE PRAYED

a) Defer the cross-examination of the Investigating
Officer under Sections of the BNSS until:

b)The copies of the new documents are supplied and
__...ﬂ];pétr‘lvi‘sked by the defense;
c) 'Thé 18 previously examined witnesses are recalled and

~ their cross-examination is concluded;

d) Pass any other order(s) as deemed fit in the interest of

AND FOR THE ACT OF THIS KINDNESS APPLICANT SHALL
PRAY FOR EVER '

Date _[",/?"Zé , o | /%

Mumbai . Adv. For Applicant
A Mg roASM
Applicant/accused
True Copy pE
\% oyﬂé
Additnr R ‘éaq;ma&e’s

o - FY
i - s, Mambsl



PW( 266 (202 3
TN THE OV A Trm. .qa*f"f,@urt

02 e Comp lm’ﬂam’f
vi g |

Sanjony W """_— [ecrrey
o]

S0 ok presceady Poeb . D8N

Prowection Shgly OppEae/
present  qpgliecorh on, |
TwW's adpv] N aau e 1S not \ﬂ:-g_q_g\ly
e 'nn.m;qc.‘é Pl C}_J‘ 'f‘hl’f ﬂqﬁe @Q{%oj
inkvnvaJ'j Ju“r*c NS cppl it eet) oy
on‘j +0o ovol d Cooss e~ Mo, KL
| dh\b | ) ol-e"quj-.'“j N Y, ‘
-?fww? . covee \s +\‘mf-b°\i’“°/ ‘ijj o ble
QQJW ¢ o.:u‘-d_ -' d"\"l @ C¢ L-er:.‘a] \ju/vz:_
s erpp\ | cor e
Veduable Hlene
RO Pose ceabrien |




@ Acct}q—ee} ‘ aév—ocaafe a/h-tao/j o_,a@&gégj o
A% olfresr=ss Hare
s applicaam to  otdChm P—
| e Oty Byedd
© Te © {¢ genfowd R h L
Suffum Woj_ fre-n T (F Clsu g o Ny
B\FN | p'yQ/}e_h’Q)f otr /o FCLQ:'Y\?
poe bdcornnr e b'7—rd_d—h9l o Nol,gu‘.,,_{g/
ovjgen  comeiUns A,
drore | A‘Mﬂh 9 tov ol i can
&fr\'a}o\fr\c%j ! agdvecodr of ooou g= o/
qloauuft - .Hn‘.f | mra}l'b C\a.J OMC”N%
:ﬁww“y avold ine  coods & o,
A caehneé come e coR G R

1 \aj ot e
S @ FT—Q\ is f@*@) ¢ (rvj’rf}va—to)( fn }t/"&
L goen % acels b AP fe of chaze creep
on e Chmﬁr}“ & 4 awerc abo et
all  deturments . chadges mudof\e.w S
(¢} n ‘
& C“::j }j’ K a:quf avcoe fn‘h»h/-#%a/\ly
avelSiny  ress For— o o Frviaes,
: 'nd”J @ppl  cakt e rme i
Hent™ a petc ROIN be e

wo' N LC% cos € M

7R ;mf/),ﬂ,ﬁn



