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Special S.T. No, 10 of 2010
(State.Vs.  Jagdish Chandra
A Kandpal connected with Special
S.T. No.12 of 2011 (State. VS.
4 Shahab Anjum) |
Arising out of f
Case Crime No. 607 of 2006
Under Sections 7/13(1)(D) r/w i
Section 13(2) and Section 12 i'
Prevention of Corruptien Act and
Section 353 IPC
Police Station Bhagwatpur .
District Moradabad

[N THE HON'BLE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD
*

CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

GOVERNMENT APPEAL NO. L 20 /OF 2016
(Under Section 378 of the Criminal Procedure Code)

2 1
DISTRICT : BAREILLY

StatelofWiRRl N T Appellant

p- VERSUS

1. Jagdish Chandra Kandpal Son of Sri Vidyadhar, Resident
of Bhatkot Patti, Tahsil Rani Khet, district Almora. Posted
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Appeal the com o
4 inder Section 37
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.Nil. -‘3
1~ GOVERNMENT APPEAL No, - 4270 of 2016

{5~ State Of U.P,
ndent - Jagdish Chandra Kandpal & Another

Counsel for Appellant - G.A

Hon'ble Karuna Nand Bajpayee.).

As the leave 1o file appeal has already been refused, this appeal stands
dismissed as such. g, Manuna Nand FW“/ i
L

Order Date - 25.11.2016
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Criminal Mise.Application for Leave 1o Appeal No of 2016
IN
Case - GOVERNMENT APPEAL No, - 4270 of 2016

een preferred challenging
18.4.2016 passed by the
revention of Corruption),
0'of 2010, State of U.P.
‘No, 12 of 2011, State of
c crime no. 607 of 2006,
n 13(2) of the Prevention of
evention of Corruption

respondents were a
cannot be said that
wholly against the w



