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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Review Petition (Crl.) No. 156/10 in
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).9294/2009
SABI TA ROY & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

STATE OF WEST BENGAL Respondent ( s)
(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in review petition)

Date: 10/03/2010 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
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CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE ALTAMAS KABI R
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE CYRI AC JOSEPH

BY Cl RCULATI ON

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
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Del ay condoned.

The review petition is dismssed.

(Ganga Thakur) (Jugi nder Kaur)
PS to Registrar Court Master

Signed order is placed on the file.
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
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REVI EW PETI TION (CRL.) NO 156 OF 2010

I'N
SPECI AL LEAVE PETI TION (CRL.) NO. 9294 OF 2009
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15l SABI TA ROY & ORS. Petitioner(s)
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§ STATE OF WEST BENGAL Respondent ( s)

ORDER

Del ay condoned.
In connection with Tam uk P.S. Case No. 56, dated 28th
April, 1994, agai nst t he Directors and ot her persons of

Overl and Fi nance and I nvest ment Li m ted, 14 Fi xed Deposits

This is a True Copy of the court records online. Authenticated @ https://eCourtsindia.com/cnr/SCIN010039552010/truecopy/order-1.pdf
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Certificates were seized fromthe residence of the petitioners.
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The petitioners t her eupon appl i ed to t he Sub- Di vi si ona
Magi strate, Tam uk, for return of the seized docunents. The
| earned Magistrate directed return of the seized articles with

a condition to furnish a bond of Rs.50, 00,000/- (Rupees Fifty

Lakhs only) which was furnished on the sane day. The State of
West Bengal filed a Crimnal Revisional Application before the

Addi tional Sessions Judge, 6th Court, M dnapore, who allowed the
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sane.
Aggrieved thereby, the petitioners noved an application

in the H gh Court under Article 227 of the Constitution, which

was di sni ssed by t he | ear ned Si ngl e Judge of the Hi gh Court
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% with liberty to the petitioners to file a fresh application

agai nst the order of the Additional Sessions Judge, 6th Court,

M dnapur. Instead of filing such an application before the

Hi gh Court, the petitioners filed another application before

the Chief Judicial Mgistrate, Purba M dnapur, for return of

the seized articles. The said application was rejected on the
ground that the docunments seized are the Alamats of the case.

The Revi si onal Appli cation bef ore t he Sessi ons Judge, Pur ba
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M dnapor e, agai nst t he sai d or der, was al so di smi ssed
Thereafter, on 10. 11. 2006, a second application was filed
before the Hi gh Court for the sanme relief, which was rejected
on the ground that the court had no jurisdiction to entertain
t he second Revi sional Application

Aggri eved by the said order the petitioners filed Special

Leave Petition (Crl.) No. 9294/09, which was di sm ssed on 15th
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Decenber, 2009.

The present Review Petition has been filed in respect of
the said order dated 15th Decenber, 2009, by which the Speci al
Leave Petition was disnissed.

Al t hough, we see no reason to entertain t he Revi ew
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Petition, a ground has been taken indicating that by virtue of
the order of dism ssal, the liberty which had been granted by
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t he Hi gh Court on 10th Cct ober, 2002, to nove a fresh
application together with an application under Section 5 of the
Limtation Act, had been conproni sed.
In view of such ground, we nmake it clear that by our
order of 15th Decenber, 2009, we had only upheld the view of the

Hi gh Court that a second Revision would not lie in view of the
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- 3-
bar inposed under Section 397(3) C.P.C., and it does not touch
the order passed by the High Court in the earlier proceedings

culmnating in the order of 10th COctober, 2002.
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é The Review Petition is, accordingly, disnmssed with the
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4 af oresai d observation

§
.................... J
( ALTAMAS KABIR )

New Del hi, J

March 10, 2010. ( CYRI AC JOSEPH )
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