“1 TEM NQ. 40 COURT NO. 1 SECTI ON 1|

SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).3071/2004
(From the judgenent and order dated 20/08/2002 in CRLR No. 645/2001 of The H GH COURT
OF DELHI AT N. DELHI)

STATE OF DELHI Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

DALI P KUVAR Respondent ( s)
(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP, exenption fromfiling c/c of the inpugned
Judgnent, stay,c/delay in refiling SLP and office report )

Date: 26/11/2007 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE R V. RAVEENDRAN
HON BLE MR JUSTICE J. M PANCHAL

For Petitioner(s) M.B.Dutta, ASG M. Vikas Sharnma, Adv.wi th him
For M.D.S. Mahra, Adv.
Ms Anil Katiyar, Adv.

For Respondent(s) M. Randhir Singh Jain, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Heard | earned Additional Solicitor General for India and al so | earned counsel fo
r
t he respondent.

The respondent filed a revision petition before the Delhi H gh Court challenging
hi s
convi ction under Sections 7 and 16 of the Prevention of Food Adulteration Act sentencing himt
o]
undergo rigorous inprisonnent for one year and pay a fine of Rs.3,000/-.

The Hi gh Court reduced the sentence to the period already undergone and
increased the fine to Rs.8,000/-. This was done with the consent of the counsel for the State.

We do not approve of the reduction of the sentence by the H gh Court. However,
having regard to the fact that there is an unexpl ai ned delay of 486 days in filing this petiti
on and
the fact that the State counsel had agreed for nodification of the sentence by the Hi gh Court
(to
the period of sentence al ready undergone), the order of the Hi gh Court does not call for
interference. Accordingly, the special |eave petition is disposed of.



(G V. Ranana) (Veera Verna)
Court Master Court Master



