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| TEM NO. 6 COURT NO. 9 SECTI ON X
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
WRIT PETITION (CRL.) NQ(s). 197 OF 2011

(FOR PREL. HEARI NG

JOG NDER SI NGH Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

STATE OF PUNJAB & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(Wth office report)

Dat e: 14/10/2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ASOK KUVAR GANGULY
HON BLE MRS. JUSTI CE GYAN SUDHA M SRA
For Petitioner(s) M. Lekh Raj Rehaliq, Adv.

M. R C. Kaushik, Adv.
M. Kartar Singh, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Heard | earned counsel for the petitioner

This is an application under Article 32 of the
Constitution of India against an order of conviction of
the petitioner by the Judge, Special Court, Jal andhar
inter alia, on the ground that the petitioner was in
possession of 1640 kgs of poppy husk and the Judge,
Speci al Court, Jal andhar had sentenced the petitioner
with ten years inprisonment and fine of Rs.1, 00, 000/-

and in default of paynment of fine, to further undergo
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rigorous inprisonnment for six nonths.
That order of conviction and sentence dated 27th
Novenber, 2003 was chal |l enged by the petitioner herein
before the H gh Court which was dism ssed by the High
Court on 19th May, 2008. Aggrieved by the decision of
the Hi gh Court, the petitioner filed a special |eave
petition in this Court whi ch was al so came to

di sm ssed on 16t h February, 2009.

be



Now in this petition filed under Article 32 of the
Constitution challenging inter alia the same order of
conviction and sentence, a witten statement has been
made by the petitioner in page 'L’ of the "List of
Dat es” that the judgnent and sentence secured by the
respondents No. 1 to 3 fromthe Court of Ld. Specia
Judge, Jal andhar, Punjab was "fraudul ent".

We are, prima facie, of the view that apart from
t he fact t hat such a petition under Article 32
m sconcei ved, the expression of the word ’fraudul ent’
in respect of judgnent of a Court having conpetent
jurisdiction amounts to crimnal contenpt.

e, t her ef or e, i ssue cont enpt notice on
petitioner Jogi nder Si ngh as al so on M. Lekh
Rehal i a, advocate who drafted this kind of pleading
and signed this petition on behalf of the petitioner

and al so appeared before us today and M. R C. KaushiKk,
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Advocate on Record for the petitioner to show cause why
appropriate steps under the Contenpt of Courts Act may
not be taken agai nst them

The Rule is made returnable in six weeks. This
Rul e may be served on the above said persons within two
weeks from today

List the matter on 25th Novenber, 2011. The persons
agai nst whom the Rul e has been issued, nust be present

in the Court on the returnabl e date.

(G SUDHAKARA RAO) (VI NOD KULVI )
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
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