61 TEM NO 108 COURT NO 7 SECTI ON 1|
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
CRI M NAL APPEAL NO(s). 260 OF 2005
SACHCH DANAND TRI PATHI Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS

STATE OF U.P. & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(Wth appl n(s) for stay)

Date: 07/10/ 2010 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE HARJI T SI NGH BEDI
HON BLE MR JUSTICE R M LODHA

For Appellant(s) M. Amt Yadav, Adv.

Ms. Suj ata Kurdukar, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
M. Vishwajit Singh, Adv.

M. R K Gupta, Adv.

M. Raj eev K Dubey, Adv.

M. Kam endra M kshra, Adv.
M. Pradeep Msra , Adv

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

The appeal is dism ssed.

[ SUVAN WADHWA] [ VI NOD KULVI ]
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER

Signed order is placed on the file.
I IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI' M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDiI CTI ON

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO. 260 OF 2005
SACHCHI DANAND TRI PATHI . APPELLANT( S)
VS.
STATE OF U.P. & CORS. .. RESPONDENT( S)
ORDER

We have heard | earned counsel for the parties.
At t he very out set M. Ami t Yadav, Advocat e

representing the | ear ned counsel for the appel I ant, has



made a request that the matter be adjourned as the |oca
counsel is unwell. We are not inclined to adjourn this
matter any further for the sinple reason that the dispute
pertains to the year 1999 and the inmpugned order is of the
year 2004 i n which a direction had been made t hat t he
vehicle be returned to the registered owner i.e. respondent
No. 4 before us.
W have al so per used t he or der and t he materi a
bef ore us. The direction that has been nade by the High

Court that the vehicle should be released in favour of the
-2

regi stered owner-respondent No.4 is absolutely correct and
we find no error in this direction

The appeal is accordingly dism ssed.

................. J.
(HARJI'T SI NGH BED

(R M LODHA)
New Del hi ,
Cct ober 7, 2010.



