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corrected by the Trial Court 
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-2024 (O & M)   -2- 

Counsel for the petitioner/defendant has contended that the 
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, during his second examination in chief, without permission of the 

I have heard counsel for the petitioner and considered his 
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is not based on the actual position. There is no irregularity or illegality on 

the impugned order
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asto costs.
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is not based on the actual position. There is no irregularity or illegality on 

impugned order. 

Finding no merit in the petition, it is dismissed with no order 
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is not based on the actual position. There is no irregularity or illegality on 

Finding no merit in the petition, it is dismissed with no order 
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