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I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

Wit Petition(s)(Crimnal) No(s) . 11/ 2013
SATYA PRAKASH PETI TI ONER( S)
VERSUS
STATE OF U.P. & ORS. RESPONDENT( S)
W TH

WP.(Crl.) No. 8/2011, WP.(Crl.) No. 60/2011, WP.(Crl.) No.
209/ 2011, WP.(Crl.) No. 75/2012, WP.(Crl.) No. 12/2013, WP.
(Crl.) No. 41/2013, WP.(Crl.) No. 189/2013, WP.(Crl.) No.
213/2013, WP.(Crl.) No. 214/2013, WP.(Crl.) No. 142/2014 & WP.
(Crl.) No. 87/2015

ORDER

WP(Crl.)No(s). 11/2013

The following reliefs are clainmed by the petitioner in this
Wit Petition filed under Article 32 of the Constitution of I|ndia:

"(i) i ssue notice to the State of U P. and other
respondents.

(ii) issue wit in the nature of wit of mandanus
or direction to the respondents for releasing the
petitioners who have undergone actual 14 years in
jail.

(iii) issue directions that the petitioners be

rel eased on bail till the final disposal by the

Governnent of the premature rel ease cases of
Signature Not Verified

lifers.
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(iv) i sue any other direction as this Hon' ble
Court deenms just and proper in the facts and
15:36:06 | ST
Reason:

circunstances of these delicate cases of lifers
who are eagerly waiting to see the light."
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The facts are that the petitioner herein was charged for the

of fence of nmurder, inter alia, under Section 302 of the | PC vide



Judgment dated 27.02.1996. Thi s judgnment was confirned in appea
by the H gh Court and the Special Leave Petition thereafter was
al so dismissed by this Court.

The petitioner was al so charged for the offence of murder in
anot her case. In that case al so, he was convicted by the Court of
Sessions and given death sentence. The High Court, on reference,

however, confirned the said death sentence.

However , t he death sent ence gi ven to t he petitioner was
commuted to life by this Court vide order dated 11.02.1985 passed
in Crimnal Appeal No. 164 of 1985. It is significant to nention
that in other proceedings being Crimnal Appeal No. 998 of 2004,
order was passed by this Court directing t he rel ease of t he
petitioner forthwith, along with other co-accused in the second
case with the condition that if he is not required in any other
case. Significance of the order dated 10.09.2004 is that insofar as
second case is concerned, the petitioner has already served the
sentence as he is directed to be rel eased. Thus, he is undergoing
life inmprisonment in the first case.

We may at this stage note that the issue of rem ssion of

sent ence in t hose cases wher e t he convicts are under goin life

sent ence, al ong with certain ot her i ssues, came up bef ore t he
Constitution Bench of this Court and has been deci ded by the

Constitution Bench in Union of India vs. V. Sriharag @ Murugan &

Ors. [2014(4) SCC 242]. Therefore, as far as Wit Petition of the

petitioner is concer ned, it is di sposed of in terns

of t he
aforesaid judgnent with the liberty to the petitioner to approach
the Government by appropriate application in accordance with the

pr ocedur e stated in t he sai d j udgnent . The petitioner
will be

entitled to nove the said petition within two nonths. Wen such

petition is made same shal | be consi der ed by t he Com

pet ent

Aut hority and necessary orders be passed t her eon wi t hin
three

nmont hs thereafter.



The | ear ned counsel for t he petitioner, however ,
presses

relief no. (iii) inthe Wit Petition

The petitioner has under gone nor e t han 21
s of
i mpri sonnent (with rem ssion). The st and t aken by
| ear ned

counsel for the petitioner though is that in fact, he has suffered

i ncarceration for al nost 30 years. In Vi ew of t he
resaid

circumstance, we are inclined to rel ease the petitioner on bail for
a period of six nmonths subject to the condition that nay be inposed
by the Trial Court.

Having regard to the tine table set up by us, the petition of
rem ssion of sentence would be decided within five nonths. In case,
the said petition is decided against the petitioner, the petitioner
shall surrender to the Jail Authorities

Needl ess to nmention that the petition of remi ssion of sentence
shal |l be decided on its own nmerits without any influence of the
orders passed by this Court as well as by the H gh Court.

The Wit Petition is disposed of in the aforestated terns.
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Copy of this Order shall be sent to the Trial Court and Jai

Aut horities forthw th.

WP. (Crl.)No. 75/ 2012, WP. (Crl.)No.189/2013 & WP.(Cl.)No
142/ 2014.
Benefit of the bail in identical terns, as stated above in

WP(Crl.)No(s). 11/2013, is extended to the petitioner(s). Wit

Petitions are disposed of in those terns.

WP.(Crl.) No. 8/2011, WP.(Crl.) No. 60/2011, WP.(Crl.) No.
209/ 2011, WP.(Crl.) No. 12/2013, WP.(Crl.) No. 41/2013, WP.
(Crl.) No. 213/2013, WP.(Crl.) No. 214/2013, & WP.(Crl.) No.
87/ 2015

Al'l petitions are disposed of in ternms of the judgnent in

Union of India vs. V. Sriharan @Mirugan & Ors.[2014(4) SCC 242].

y

t he

ear



...................... J.
[R K. AGRAVWAL]
NEW DELHI ;
FEBRUARY 16, 2016
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| TEM NO. 9 COURT NO. 12 SECTI ON X
SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Wit Petition(s)(Crimnal) No(s). 11/ 2013
SATYA PRAKASH Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

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

(of fice report)(FOR FI NAL DI SPOSAL)

W TH
WP.(Crl.) No. 8/2011
(Wth office report)

WP.(Crl.) No. 60/2011
(Wth Ofice Report)

WP.(Crl.) No. 209/2011
(Wth appln.(s) for pernission to file additional docunents and
O fice Report)

WP.(Crl.) No. 75/2012
(Wth Ofice Report)

WP.(Crl.) No. 12/2013
(Wth Ofice Report)

WP.(Crl.) No. 41/2013
(Wth Ofice Report)

WP.(Crl.) No. 189/2013
(Wth appln.(s) for bail and Ofice Report)

WP.(Crl.) No. 213/2013
(Wth appln.(s) for pernission to file additional docunents and
appl n.(s) for bail and Ofice Report)

WP.(Crl.) No. 214/2013
(Wth appln.(s) for pernmission to file additional docunents and
appl n.(s) for bail and Ofice Report)

WP.(Crl.) No. 142/2014
(Wth appln.(s) for bail and Ofice Report)

WP.(Crl.) No. 87/2015
(Wth appln.(s) for bail for bail and Ofice Report)
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Date : 16/02/ 2016 These petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM : HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE A K. SIKRI
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE R K. AGRAVAL



For Petitioner(s) Jetendra Singh, Adv.
Kal pana Sabharwal, Adv.
Priyanka Si ngh, Adv.

Manj u Jetl ey, Adv.

G Umapat hy, Adv.
R Mekhal a, Adv.

Akbar Si ddi que, Adv.
Rayjith Mark, Adv.
S. K Verma, Adv.

D nesh Kumar Garg, Adv.
Dhananj ay Garg, Adv.
Deepak M shra, Adv.

SSS 555 55 555

S. Mahendr an, Adv.
Ganesh Umapat hy, Adv.

For Respondent (s) Pragati Neekhra, Adv.

Pawan Shree Aggarwal, Adv.

S5 zx

UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmade the follow ng
ORDER

The Wit Petitions are disposed in terns of the Signed order.
Interlocutory Appli cation(s) pendi ng, i f any, shal | st and

di sposed of accordingly.

(Ashwani Thakur) (Tapan Kr. Chakraborty)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
(Signed order is placed on the file)



