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ITEM NO.34     Court 7 (Video Conferencing)          SECTION II-B

               S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
                       RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.)  No(s).  4261/2021

(Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated  24-05-2021
in CRLMA No. 1/2021 passed by the High Court Of Gujarat At 
Ahmedabad)

RAFIQ ALAM PARMAR                                  Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

THE STATE OF GUJARAT                               Respondent(s)

(FOR ADMISSION and I.R. and IA No.68586/2021-EXEMPTION FROM FILING 
C/C OF THE IMPUGNED JUDGMENT and IA No.68587/2021-EXEMPTION FROM 
FILING O.T. and IA No.68588/2021-EXEMPTION FROM FILING AFFIDAVIT 
and IA No.68589/2021-PERMISSION TO FILE ADDITIONAL 
DOCUMENTS/FACTS/ANNEXURES)
 
Date : 01-07-2021 This petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : 
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SANJAY KISHAN KAUL
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HEMANT GUPTA

For Petitioner(s) Mr. Rauf Rahim, AOR
                   Mr. Ali Asghar Rahim, Adv.
For Respondent(s)
                    

        UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                     O R D E R

We are troubled by the lack of proper legal

assistance to the petitioner.

It appears the sentence against the petitioner

of life imprisonment for offence under Section 302

IPC was confirmed by the High Court on 22.01.2009

against which no further special leave petition was

filed.   The  petitioner  is  stated  to  have  served
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actual sentence of about 18 years and with remission

20  years.   It  also  appears  from  the  order  dated

31.03.2021 that the petitioner sought parole not from

the administration (what should have happened) but by

filing  a  petition  for  parole   ostensibly  on  the

ground  that  his  house  has  been  demolished  by  the

Ahmedabad Municipal Corporation and he has to assist

his  family.   Four  weeks’  parole  was  granted.

Thereafter, the petitioner sought extension of parole

and by the impugned order dated 24.05.2021, the same

was rejected.

We put to learned counsel for the petitioner

certain queries :

i) whether the petitioner would not be desirous

of availing the remedy of filing the special leave

petition  to  which  the  answer  is  that  it  is  in

process, now after 12 years!

ii We  also  put  to  learned  counsel  for  the

petitioner whether he has sought remission on account

of having served an actual sentence of more than 18

years to which we have received no answer.

We  now  expect  at  least  that  once  the

petitioner is represented through counsel,  proper

advise  would  be  rendered  to  him  as  per  available

remedies.  If the petitioner applies for remission,

the  petitioner  having  served  more  than  18  years’
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sentence, we would expect  the  State Government to

deal with the application for remission in accordance

with the norms within a maximum period of 2 months of

such application.

We say no more regarding any other remedies which 

will be available to the petitioner.

The special leave petition is disposed of in the 

aforesaid terms.     

[CHARANJEET KAUR]                       [POONAM VAID]
ASTT. REGISTRAR-cum-PS             COURT MASTER (NSH)
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