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ITEM NO.46+63                         COURT NO.11                          SECTION II

                S U P R E M E        C O U R T   O F    I N D I A
                                  RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s)      for     Special      Leave     to      Appeal     (Crl)     No(s).2009-
2011/2012

(From the judgement and order(s) in CRMWP No. 21764/2011 dated
04-JAN-12 and CRMWP No. 23988/2011 dated 04-JAN-12 and CRMWP No.
24305/2011 dated 04-JAN-12   of The HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT
ALLAHABAD)

ROHIT KUMAR & ANR ETC.ETC.                                               Petitioner(s)

                        VERSUS

STATE OF U.P.& ORS.                                                      Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for ex-Parte stay,exemption from filing O.T. and
office report)

WITH SLP(Crl) NO. 2707 of 2012
(With appln.(s) for exemption from filing c/c of the impugned
judgment, exemption from filing O.T., ex-parte stay and office
report)

Date: 09/04/2012          These Petitions were called on for hearing
today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE DR. JUSTICE B.S. CHAUHAN
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE JAGDISH SINGH KHEHAR

For Petitioner(s)           Mr. V.J. Francis,Adv.
                            Mr. Anupam Mishra, Adv.
                            Mr. Jenis V. Francis, Adv.
For Respondent(s)

               UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                   O R D E R

                   These petitions have been filed against
          the judgment and order dated 4.1.2012 in which
          the    High     Court       while    dismissing          the     writ
          petitions       observed      that       it   was    a    case     of
          impersonation throughout.                  The sale deed had
          been    executed       by   the     imposter     and     even     the
          civil suits had been filed by an imposter and
          in     view     thereof,      the        petitions       had     been
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dismissed        with   costs        of       Rs.50,000/-       each
petitioner.

          In such a fact situation, we are of the
view    that     that   the    High      Court    has    been    too

lenient in imposing costs of ‘ 50,000/- (Rupees
Fifty    Thousand)      each    petitioner.             Thus,    the

costs of ‘ 50,000/- (Rupees Fifty Thousand) is

enhanced to ‘ 1,00,000/- (Rupees one lakh) each
petitioner before us, which they are directed
to deposit within a period of four weeks before



the     Supreme    Court      Legal       Services       Committee
failing which the matter be listed before the
Court for appropriate direction for recoveries.

          With    these       observations,        the     special
leave petitions stand disposed of.

          However,      we    make       it    clear     that   any
observation made by the High Court or by this
Court shall not adversely affect the case of
either party.

 (O.P. Sharma)                                         (M.S. Negi)
  Court Master                                         Court Master


