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HARCHANDJI THAKOR, 2005 (1) GLR 709 oii YSIEIHi A W&V $3d & 5, The
word "special" has to be understood in contradiction to word "general" or "ordinary". It
becomes apparent and unquestionable from the language employed in the proviso that the
reasons to be recorded in writing in judgment for less than the minimum sentence, on the

ground of presence of special and adequate reasons in the light of sentencing process must be
special and adequate to the circumstances in a given case and peculiar to the accused in each
case. It is, therefore, very clear that the discretionary jurisdiction empowered in the trial
Magistrates must be based on and in presence of special and adequate reasons to the contrary
to be mentioned in the judgment of the Court for each case and each accused. (Para 42; See

also Paras 35, 43 and 44) ¥ U22I[Ud Heglidal sldali $Aoll 85Isd 2118 d1di AYIHI
A1 dl, % Ydl Aol ixefl sREN &1y dl €35 5ol &slsdal lotdi def ofldol]
AHEIGCIOl SRIEIHT SA AgaH A%Iol] A2AYIS BIdI Ol ULl AT91H] AIE] 4% Aol €5
sdlol] Accll 8. GUAsd YsIel ARl Sal A&l ANdAal AAoj3u Adl &l A
%11 414 8,

AER SAg] 385 d¥l sARUE VW &ial Adl dHx ARl 2118s Rad)
A&l AER dotl 43 gdlof] Hid1Rl Hlal, 1RIUlal 24%1 S| duid GER dd @l U]
JaRdloll ds AudIe] ool g ¥NUIRI dH YRIIg &1 ol YXGioll §SH
S4IHi 2414 8.

- AU gsH -

A1 s13all ARl [sloid UIRA1%2 S15,9€93 ofl 5. U/ of].2A01.24A4. 2421 of]
SAH—ROU YO GUSd alidi dsARulel &1, »RIla 31.900/— (i
$ A ASAT Y1) ol €5 SAIHT A1 & Hal 518 Godl Jellofl Aol g5
A A1 8. A AR €soll 284 of R dl ARl [Eot—al] 241€]
seof] A1 P14 lofl §SH SAUIHI 441D 8,

AER BSH AINRIY dl. 1/ 09/ 20U all A% 2U.[AiZ]o1i di] cianid]
%182 SUI.

( RRI91 dIHoRIY 612 )

drRlui—a’/09/ 08U oA A5, AUls oYsl. A2, AHEIUIE (AR
oldR21YR1 S1E—2U. ({210l Yolls sls oi. ¥.¥.093cu



