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SLP(Crl.)... 4265-4268 OF 2001

| TEM No. 20 Court No. 1 SECTI ON 11
AN MATTER
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Crl.M P. Nos. 4265- 4268/ 2001 In &
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.).............. /2001

(From the judgenent and order dated 12/02/2001 in CRLR 199/97, Cl.R

201/97, Crl.R No.211/97 and Crl.R  255/97 of the Hi gh Court of
Judi cature at Al | ahabad bench at Lucknow)

MD. ASLAM @ BHURE Petitioner (s)
VERSUS
STATE OF U.P. & ORS. Respondent (s)

Wth Cl.MP. Nos. 4265- 4268/ 2001( For pernission to file SLP
and stay )

Wth Crl.MP.Nos. 4276-4279/2001 In & SLP(Crl.).......... /2001
( For permission to file SLP and stay),

SLP(Crl.)No. 3510/2001- (Wth appln.(s) for exenption fromfiling
c/c of the inpugned judgnent and office report)

SLP(C) No. 456/ 2002- (Wth appln.(s) for permnission to submt
addl . documents)

Date : 29/11/2002 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE K. G BALAKRI SHNAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ARUN KUMVAR

For Petitioner (s) M. O P. Sharna, Sr. Adv.
in CRWP 4265-68 M. MM Kashyap, Adv.
in CRWP 4276-79 M. Mishtaq Ahmad, Adv.
M. Athar Al am Adv.
in SLP(Crl.)3510 M. Atul M Setalvad, Sr. Adv.
M. R C Gubrele, Adv.
M. KR Gupta, Ms. Nanita Sharnm,
M. Vivek Sharma, M. Abhishek Atrey, Advs.
in SLP(C) 456 M. MS. Ganesh, Sr. Adv.

Mohd. Taiyab Khan, Adv.
M. S.A Syed, Adv.

For Respondent (s) K. K. Venugopal, Sr. Adv.
P.N. Mshra, Sr. Adv.
Satish Msra, AG, UP.
R C. Verna, Adv.

Mukesh Verma, Adv.
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Soli J. Sorabjee, AG

K.N. Raval, ASG

P. Par meswar an, Adv.

A. Mariarputham M. ADN Rao, Advs.

SSSS

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Perm ssion granted to file S.L.Ps.

Heard the | earned counsel for the parties.

The grievance of the petitioners in this bunch of
cases is that there is no notification appointing a
Special Judge to try the offences conmitted in Ayodhya
(Fai zabad) in Crime No. 198/1992 after the Allahabad
H gh Court struck down the pending proceeding in the
Special Court at Lalitpur on the ground that there had
been no consultation with the High Court. The State of
u. P. has filed an affidavit stating therein that there
exi sts a Special Court at Rae-Bareli where the offences
in relation to Crinme No.198/92 can be tried. M. O P.
Sharma, appearing for the petitioners, however, submtted
with vehenence that there does not exist any such Court
at Rae-Barelli. This statement of M. Sharma is belied
by the notification issued by the Hi gh Court of
Judi cature at Allahabad dated 28th Septenber, 2002 which
unequi vocal Iy indicates that the Presiding Oficer of the
Special Court of Judicial Mugistrate at Rae-Bareli would
try cases relating to offences conmmtted in Ayodhya
(Fai zabad) in Crinme No. 198/92. M. Sharna, however,
contended that the Special Court should be at Lucknow and
there is no reason the Special Court at Rae Bareli would
be asked to try the offences in question. This is a
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matter which the Governnent in consultation with the High
Court has constituted a special Court and the High Court
in its discretion has constituted the Special Court at
Rae Bareli for trying the cases inrelation to Crine
No. 198/ 92. No person nuch less the petitioners in public
interest can claimany Special Court at any particul ar
pl ace for trial of any crimninal case.

In the aforesaid prenises, we see no justification
for any grievance of the petitioners and these petitions
accordingly stand di sm ssed.

(J.S. Rawat) (Suneet Bal a Sharma) @
AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
Court Master Assi stant Registrar @@
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