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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

BEFORE THE REG STRAR B. SUDHEENDRA KUMAR

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl)... 2006

CRLMP. NO(s). 4928

ASHOK Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

STATE OF KARNATAKA Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in refiling SLP)

Date: 12/05/2006 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

For Petitioner(s)

M. Dinesh Kumar Garg, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng

ORDER

The | ear ned Advocat e for t he petitioner has filed an appl

i cation prayi ng for

condoning the delay of 63 days in re-filing the Special Leave Petition

Heard. | have al so perused the application

It is stated in the application that the Special Leave Petition was returne
d fromthe



office as the proof of surrender of the petitioner was not produced. The | earned Advocate-on

Record had to contact the |ocal counsel for the petitioner to get the proof of surrender. It
was

only after 28 days that the Advocate-on-Record received the sane. In the said circunstances

the del ay was occasioned in re-filing the SLP. 1t is submitted that there is no willful negl
gence

or onmission on the part of the petitioner or his counsel in this regard.
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It is further submtted that even though it is stated that there is a del ay
of 63 days in

re-filing the SLP, the actual delay comes much | ess than 63 days in view of the Circular issue
d

inthis regard. The petitioner is presently in jail. Considering the above facts, | amof th
e view

that the delay in re-filing the SLP can be condoned. Accordingly, the delay stands condo
ned.

The application is disposed of as above.

(B. SUDHEENDRA
KUMAR)

REG STRAR
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