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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Crimnal Appeal Nos.1434-1435 of 1995@®@
666000000660 0000066000000060000000600:

Uni on of India Appel lant (s)
Ver sus

Surja Ram & Os. Respondent (s)

( Wth appln. for exenption fromfiling OT. )
Dated: 12/11/2002: These matters were called on for hearing today.

CORAM

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE Y. K SABHARWAL
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE H. K. SEMA

For Appellant (s) NN. Goswani, Sr. Adv.
YP. Mahaj an, Adv.
PP. Par meswar an, Adv.
For Respondent (s) Sushil K. Jain, Adv.
Anj ali Doshi, Adv.
Ram Ugrah Si ngh, Adv.
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Sandhya Goswami , Adv.
Ms. Pratibha Jain, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
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After hearing |earned counsel for the parties for
about half an hour, the appeals are dismn ssed.
. SP1
(S. Thapar) (V. P. Tyagi) @
PS to Registrar Court Master @@
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The signed order is placed on the file.
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Uni on of India Appel lant (s)
Ver sus
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Respondent  Nos. 1 and 2 were convicted under

Section 20(b)(ii) read with Section 29 of Narcotic Drugs
and Psychotropic Substances Act, 1985 by Special Judge
for NDPS cases Jodhpur, Rajasthan. Ri gorous inprisonnent
for 10 years and fine of rupees one lac and in default of
paynent of fine, further rigorous inprisonnent for one
year was inflicted on them The conviction and sentence
was, however, set aside and respondents were acquitted by
the Hgh Court for the reason of non-conpliance of
Section 42(1) and Section 42(2) of the NDPS Act. Uni on
of India is in appeal on grant of |eave.

Under Section 42(2) an officer is required to
send a copy of information recorded under the said
Section to the imedi ate official superior

We have heard |earned counsel for the parties.
There is nothing on record to show that the concerned Dy.
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Superintendent of Police Shri Mehar Singh conplied wth
the provisions of Section 42(2). W find noinfirmty in

the inpugned judgnent. The appeal is accordingly
di sni ssed
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New Del hi, e
Novenber 12, 2002 (H K. Senmm)



