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R P(Crl.)No. 155 OF 2002

| TEM NO COURT NO SEC - 11
CHAMBER MATTER

SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Revi ew Petition (Crl) No(s).155/2002 In

SLP (CRL) No. 3695/2000

Qamar ul Zama Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

State of UP & Os. Respondent ( s)

(with appln. for c/delay in filing RP & exenption fromfiling CC
of the inmpugned Judgnent and office report)

Dat e: 27-2-2002 This matter was |listed in the Chanber today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE M B. SHAH
HON BLE MR JUSTICE R P. SETHI
(By circulation)
UPON Perusing the Review Petition and the connected
papers the Court made the foll ow ng
ORDER
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SP2
Review petition is dism ssed both on the ground
of delay as well as on nerits.
. SP1
(D. L. Chugh) (K. K. Chadha)
Court Master Court Master
Signed order is placed on the file
PA

I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
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SPECI AL LEAVE PETITION (CRL) NO 3695 OF 2000@@
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Qamarul Zana ....Petitioner

VERSUS
State of UP & Ors. ....Respondent s
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In the present case there is an inordinate delay of
432 days in filing the review petition. Apart fromit when
the matter cane up for admission, application for exenption
fromsurrendering was rejected on 25th Septenber, 2000. The
Court passed the follow ng order:

"As the petitioners have not surrendered
in spite of trial court and the High
Court concurrently finding themguilty of
murder. We are not inclined to entertain
this SLP but Ilearned counsel nade a
persuasive plea that sone tine nmay be
granted to the petitioners to surrender

Li st on 16-10-2000, as a |l ast chance."

On  16-10-2000 al so petitioners had not surrendered.
Therefore, the matter was di sm ssed by observing as under

........ L.......T.......T.......T.......T.......d...........
"The petitioners have not yet
surrender ed, in spite of r epeat ed
opportunities granted. Therefore, we

dismiss this special |eave petition but
we direct the Sessions Judge concerned to
take pronpt steps to get the petitioners
back in jail for undergoing the sentence
i mposed on them"

As stated in the review petition, petitioner was
arrested in July 2001 which neans despite this Court’s order
on 16th Cctober, 2000 the authorities failed to arrest him
for a period of eight nonths. Further it is to be stated
that at the tinme of hearing in Septenber 2000 the Court had
specifically observed that on nerits also there was no
substance in the special |eave petition. Further we have
gone through the relevant record and, in our view, there is
no substance in the contention raised in this review
petition. Hence, the sane is dism ssed both on the ground of
delay as well as on nerits.
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New Del hi ,
February 27, 2002



