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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.) No. 2419/2001

(From the judgenent and order dated 08/11/2000 in CRLA 1626/ 87
of The H GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE AT ALLAHABAD)

SURENDRA SI NGH BHANDARI Petitioner (s)
VERSUS

STATE OF UTTRANCHAL Respondent (s)
( Wth Appln(s). for bail and directions )
( Wth Ofice Report )

Date : 05/11/2001 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR. JUSTI CE G B. PATTANAI K
HON BLE MR JUSTICE R P. SETH

For Petitioner (s) Di nesh Dwi vedi, Sr. Adv.
Mohd. Tariq |gbal, Adv.
S. Janani, Adv.

For Respondent (s) Mahesh Chandra, Adv.

Rachana Srivast ava, Adv.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER
L....... L....... I To...... To...... To...... To...... To...... T J
SP2
Leave granted.
The appeal is disposed of.
. SP1
Anita (Suneet Bal a Sharnma)
Court Master
(Signed order is placed on the file.)
. PA
. PL55\

I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
CRIM NAL APPEAL NO. 1127 OF 2001@@
(Avising out of SL P (Gl.) 2418 of 2001)

Surendra Singh Bhandari ... Appellant (s)
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Ver sus

State of Uttranchal ... Respondent (s)
O R D E R@
Cccceeccee
L....... | T ...... T ...... T ...... T ...... T ...... T.J
LT To...... To...... To...... To...... T R

Leave granted.

Heard the |earned counsel for the appellant and
| earned counsel for the State.

The appel | ant on bei ng convi cted under Section 420,
467, 468 of the Indian Penal Code and 5(1) of the
Prevention of Corruption Act noved the High Court. The
Hi gh Court dismissed the appeal and confirned t he
conviction and sentence passed by the Special Judge, Anti

Corruption, U P., (East) Dehradun. Against the said
judgnent of the High Court the present appeal has been
preferred.

The sole grievance of the appellant is that there
is no discussion of the evidence on record by the appellate
court and as such the appellate court has failed to
discharge its obligation as court of appeal, against the
order of conviction and sentence. W find sufficient force
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in the aforesaid contention. Having exani ned the inpugned
judgnent of the H gh Court, we are of the considered
opinion that the H gh Court has failed to exercise its
jurisdiction as court of appeal. W, therefore, set aside
t he i mpugned judgment and remand the crimnal appeal to the
H gh Court of Utaranchal for re-disposal of the sane in
accordance with the law. The H gh Court nay dispose it of
at an early date. The appeal is disposed of accordingly.

(G B. Patt anai k)

(R P. Set hi)
New Del hi ,
Novenmber 5, 2001.



