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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ CRL.L.P. 661/2016

STATE (GOVT.OF NCT OF DELHI) ... Petitioner
Through:  Mr. Amit Chadha, APP for State.
Versus

FURKAN L Respondent
Through:  None.

CORAM:

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE A.K. PATHAK
ORDER

% 19.12.2016

Crl. M.A. 19628/2016

Thereisdelay of 390 daysin filing the appea. To explain this delay,
the only plea taken is that the delay is neither intentional nor deliberate and
has occurred due to the lengthy procedure involved in taking the approval
from the competent authority for filing the appea against the order of
acquittal. The grounds taken by the petitioner are totally vague. No detalls
have been given to show that prompt steps were taken by each authority, on
whose table file was placed for approval. Mere bald and general statement
that delay occurred due to lengthy procedure is not sufficient to explain the
delay of more than one year. Application is dismissed, consequently, appeal
also goes as time barred. Miscellaneous application is disposed of as
infructuous.

AK.PATHAK, J.
DECEMBER 19, 2016/ga
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