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§3d 8. ® YSIE dUIR AdI dH1 s21dd & §, BOMBAY PROHIBITION ACT, 1949 - S.
66(1)(b), 85(1) CODE OF CRIMINAL PROCEDURE, 1973 - S. 240, 241, 251, 228(2), 240(2),
252, 253, 235(2), criminal offence - plea of guilty - prayer for mercy by prescribing specimen
pro forma for pleading guilty and for mercy in sentence - quantum of sentence - provisions for
awarding minimum sentence - discretionary powers of court in this regard - the core issue as
to whether Trial Court on being satisfied or in presence of special and adequate reasons
peculiar to the accused, to be mentioned in writing, in the judgment of the court, in finding
accused guilty, "for a first offence” either by evidence or "by raising the plea of guilty" is

competent to impose for such "first offence"
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